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RKPORT 


OF  THE 


CAPITOL  BUILDING  COMMISSION 


CREATED  BY  THE  ACT  OF  APRIL  14,  A.  D.  1897. 


To  the  Honorable,  the  Senators  and  Members  of  the  House  of  Repre 
sentatives  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania,  constituting 
the  General  Assembly  of  1899: 

The  Capitol  Building  Commission,  constituted  by  act  of  the  Gen- 
eral Assembly,  approved  April  14th,  1897,  respectfully  reports: 

That  the  members  of  said  Commission  met  on  April  14,  1897,  the 
day  of  the  approval  of  the  act,  and  were  duly  sworn  to  faithfully 
perforin  their  duties  under  the  said  act,  and  organized  by  the  elec- 
tion of  Governor  Daniel  H.  Hastings  as  president,  and  of  State  Treas- 
urer B.  J.  Haywood,  as  secretary  and  treasurer,  and  J.  B.  Patrick, 
clerk. 

The  Governor  as  president  of  the  Commission  stated,  that  in  pur- 
suance of  the  authority  conferred  upon  him  as  Governor  by  a  concur- 
rent resolution  of  the  General  Assembly,  adopted  in  February  of  1897, 
he  had  secured  the  services  of  Prof.  Warren  P.  Laird,  head  of  the 
department  of  architecture  in  the  University  of  Pennsylvania,  at 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania,  to  aid  him  in  the  preliminary  work  of 
arranging  for  the  construction  of  the  building  required  for  the  use 
of  the  State,  and  that  his  understanding  with  Prof.  Laird  was  that 
he  should  render  such  services  as  might  be  required  until  the  time 
when  an  architect  was  chosen,  and  that  his  compensation  should  be 
two  thousand  ($2,000)  dollars  for  such  services.  This  arrangement 
made  by  the  Governor  with  Prof.  Laird  was  approved  by  the  Com- 
mission, and  he  was  empowered  to  continue  as  the  professional  ad- 


viser  of  the  Commission  under  the  terms  of  the,  arrangement  made 
with  the  Governor  uHii  ;m  r:  rMtect  <was 'duly  .eiiosen,  and  was  to 
render  the  service  usually  devolving  upon  a' professional  adviser  in  all 
cases  of  competition  among  architects  until  plans  had  been  adopted 
and  an  architect  selected. 

Prof.  Laird  was  then  requested  to  confer  with  the  officers  of  the 
General  Assembly,  the  Auditor  General,  the  State  Treasurer,  the  Sec- 
retary of  Internal  Affairs,  and  the  heads  of  the  several  departments 
connected  with  the  State  government,  in  regard  to  their  several  re- 
quirements for  the  accommodation  of  the  General  Assembly  and  of 
the  various  State  officers  and  State  departments,  and  to  make  report 
of  these  requirements  to  the  Commission  at  the  earliest  time  possible. 

The  Commission  again  met  on  May  8,  1897,  when  Prof.  Laird  sub- 
mitted his  estimate  of  the  requirements  of  the  several  buildings  desig- 
nated by  the  act  of  April  14th,  1897,  for  which  plans  were  to  be  pro- 
cured and  adopted.  According  to  his  estimate  then  submitted  to 
the  commission,  the  new  Capitol  building  for  the  use  of  the  General 
Assembly  would  require  a  floor  space  of  about  48,115  square  feet 
for  the  legislative  halls  and  necessary  rooms  for  committees  and 
officers,  to  which  it  was  suggested  that  about  35  per  cent,  should  be 
added  for  halls  and  corridors,  making  the  total  space  required  in  the 
new  building  for  legislative  purposes  about  74,000  square  feet.  He 
further  submitted  to  the  Commission  an  estimate  of  the  floor  areas^ 
and  cubical  contents  of  the  several  new  departmental  buildings  re- 
quired by  the  act.  These  departmental  buildings  were  intended  to 
provide  rooms  and  necessary  accommodations  to  the  Auditor  Gen- 
oral,  the  State  Treasurer,  the  Department  of  Internal  Affairs,  the 
Department  of  Agriculture,  the  Department  of  Public  Instruction, 
Banking  Department,  Insurance  Department,  Department  of  Public 
Buildings  and  Grounds,  the  offices  of  the  Factory  Inspector,  the  Ad- 
jutant General's  Department,  rooms  for  the  Supreme  and  Superior 
Courts,  Commission  of  Soldiers'  Orphans'  Schools,  various  State 
boards,  commissions  and  councils  required  by  law  to  meet  at  the 
Capitol,  an  historical  building  containing  a  public  hall  and  museum 
for  scientific  collections  and  war  records.  It  was  estimated  that 
the  space  required  for  these  purposes  would,  at  present,  be  at  least 
82.000  square  feet;  and  that,  in  order  to  provide  for  the  possible  future 
growth  of  the  various  departments,  a  floor  area  of  from  120,000  to 
135,000  square  feet  should  be  provided  for  the  departmental  build- 
ing's, exclusive  of  the  space  occupied  by  halls  and  corridors.  The 
estimated  cost  for  departmental  buildings,  exclusive  of  the  new  Cap- 
itol building,  was  placed  at  $1,000,000. 

Trof.  Laird  also  submitted  a  scheme,  or  programme,  for  the  se- 
curing of  proper  plans  by  competition  among  all  architects  of  good 
standing,  which  provided  for  the  selection  of  six  (6)  architects  by  the 
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Commission,  to  prepare  aud  submit  plans  for  the  several  buildings 
above  referred  to.  at  a  compensation  of  $1,000  to  each  of  the  archi- 
tects so  invited.  The  programme  further  provided  for  the  submission 
of  all  plans  which  might  be  offered  to  a  Board  of  Experts,  which 
should  select  therefrom  eight  (8)  plans  which  they  regarded  as  most 
meritorious  and  best  adapted  to  the  use  of  the  State  and  from  which 
eight  plans  thus  selected  by  the  Board  of  Experts  the  Commission 
should  choose  one  and  employ  the  architect  thereof  to  prepare  the 
specifications  and  superintend  the  construction  of  the  new  Capitol 
building.  By  the  terms  of  the  programme,  this  competition  among 
architects  was  to  be  so  conducted  that  the  name  of  the  architect,  sub- 
mitting the  selected  plan,  should  not  be  known  until  after  the  selec- 
tion of  the  plan  had  been  made  by  the  Commission. 

The  programme  submitted  by  Prof.  Laird  was  quite  elaborate  and 
gave  full  information  to  all  competitors  as  to  what  would  be  ex- 
pected of  them  in  the  preparation  of  the  designs  submitted,  and 
special  attention  was  called  to  the  areas  required  and  to  the  limita- 
tion of  cost  for  the  construction  of  the  new  Capitol  building  for  the 
use  of  the  General  Assembly.  It  distinctly  informed  all  competitors 
that  the  provision  limiting  cost  and  specifying  the  areas  required 
were  mandatory  and  would  be  fully  aud  strictly  observed  in  selecting 
the  design.  Especial  attention  was  called  therein  to  the  fact  that 
not  more  than  $510,000  would  be  at  the  disposal  of  the  Commission 
for  the  purpose  of  paying  for  the  construction  of  the  legislative  build- 
ing. The  programme  submitted  by  Prof.  Laird  was  adopted  by  the 
Commission  and,  in  pursuance  of  the  provisions  thereof,  the  Commis- 
sion on  May  3rd,  1897.  specially  invited  the  following-named  archi- 
tects to  submit  plans  for  the  several  buildings  mentioned  therein,  viz: 

Messrs.  Alden  &  Harlow,  Pittsburgh;  Messrs.  Cope  &  Stewardson, 
of  Philadelphia;  Messrs.  Purness,  Evans  &  Co.,  Philadelphia;  George 
Edward  Harding  &  Gooch,  of  New  York;  Peabody  &  Stearns,  of  Bos- 
ton, and  James  H.  Warner,  of  Lancaster,  Penna. 

Prof.  Laird  recommended  that  time  be  given  until  July  21,  1897, 
to  the  architects  to  prepare  and  submit  their  designs  to  the  Commis- 
sion. His  recommendation  was  adopted  and  public  notice  was  given 
that,  upon  that  date,  the  Commission  would  receive  all  designs  which 
might  be  tendered  in  pursuance  of  the  programme. 

At  its  meeting,  on  May  3,  1897,  the  Commission  resolved  to  pro- 
ceed to  tear  down  the  old  building  and  clean  and  arrange  the  mate- 
rial, so  that  it  might  be  used  in  the  construction  of  the  new  building, 
and  advertised  for  proposals  for  the  tearing  down  of  the  building 
and  the  cleaning  of  the  material.  Notice  was  accordingly  given,  as 
required  by  the  act,  and  May  26,  1897,  was  fixed  as  the  time  for  the 
opening  of  the  bids  for  this  part  of  the  work.  At  the  time  appointed, 
sixteen  bids  were  received,  one  of  which  was  rejected,  because  not  ac- 
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companied  by  a  sufficient  and  proper  bond  as  required  by  the  terms  of 
the  advertisement.  There  remained  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Commission  fifteen  bids,  ranging  in  amount  from  $23,810  to  $4,750. 
The  lowest  bid  for  $4,750  was  from  Allen  B.  Eorke,  of  Philadelphia, 
which  was  accepted  by  the  Commission,  and  the  contract  for  tearing- 
down  the  old  building  and  cleaning  and  arranging  the  material  there- 
in for  the  new  was  awarded  to  him  at  the  amount  of  his  bid.  This 
work  was  promptly  and  satisfactorily  performed  by  Mr.  Eorke. 

On  July  24,  1897,  the  Commission  met  for  the  purpose  of  receiving 
the  designs  submitted  by  competing  architects.  At  that  time  thirty- 
one  designs  were  submitted,  one  of  which  was  presented  framed 
and  disclosing  the  name  of  the  architect  who  had  prepared  the  same, 
and  was,  for  this  reason,  excluded  from  the  competition.  The  other 
thirty  designs  were  found  to  have  been  prepared  and  submitted  in 
the  form  and  according  to  the  requirements  of  the  programme  and 
were  then  opened,  numbered  numerically  and  delivered  to  the  Board 
of  Experts,  consisting  of  Prof.  Warren  P.  Laird,  John  M.  Carrere  and 
Walter  Cook,  for  their  examination  and  report  thereon. 

On  August  12,  1897,  the  Commission  again  met  and  the  report  of 
the  Board  of  Experts  was  then  submitted.  This  report  is  presented 
in  full  herewith  as  "Exhibit  A."  The  Board  presented  eight  de- 
signs to  the  Commission,  stating  in  their  report  that  there  were 
only  three  of  them  which  deserved  serious  consideration  from  the 
Commission,  which  designs  were  numbered  24, 12  and  18,  respectively. 
They  further  stated  in  their  report  that  in  the  matter  of  cost  all  of  the 
designs  submitted,  notwithstanding  the  claims  of  their  authors  would, 
in  their  opinion,  exceed  the  appropriation  and  would 'require  modifica- 
tion, unless,  indeed,  the  materials  used  and  the  character  of  the  work- 
manship were  to  be  unworthy  of  the  Capitol  of  the  Commonwealth. 

Adjournments  were  then  had  from  time  to  time,  in  order  to  permit 
the  Commission  to  examine  the  designs  submitted  and  consider  the 
situation  disclosed  by  the  report  of  the  Board  of  Experts.  An  ex- 
amination of  the  plans  disclosed  the  fact  that  all  the  designs  recom- 
mended by  the  Board  of  Experts  with,  perhaps,  a  single  exception, 
located  the  legislative  chambers  inside  of  the  surrounding  corridors, 
and  provided  for  the  lighting  thereof  only  from  the  ceiling.  Com- 
plaint was  made  to  the  Commission  by  Furness,  Evans  &  Co.,  of  Phila- 
delphia, and  by  George  Edward  Harding  &  Gooch,  of  New  York, 
that  the  designs  submitted  by  them  had  been  improperly  excluded 
from  the  competition  by  the  Board  of  Experts  and,  on  September  9, 
1897,  the  Commission  duly  heard  counsel  for  these  complainants  and 
also  heard  the  members  of  the  Board  of  Experts,  severally,  in  regard 
to  their  action.  After  fully  considering  these  complaints  and  after 
having  fully  considered  the  report  of  the  Board  of  Experts  and  the 
several  designs  recommended  by  them,  the  following  preamble  and 
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resolution  were  presented  and  read.  A  motion  to  adopt  the  same  was 
duly  seconded,  and  the  preamble  and  resolution  were  then  fully  dis- 
cussed by  the  Commission.  After  the  discussion  a  vote  was  taken 
upon  the  motion  to  adopt  the  preamble  and  resolution,  when  four  of 
the  Commissioners  voted  in  favor  of  their  adoption  and  one  against 
them.    The  preamble  and  resolution  are  as  follows,  to  wit: 

"Whereas,  Complaint  has  been  formally  made  to  the  Commission- 
ers that  two  designs  submitted  to  them  and  referred  to  the  Board  of 
Experts  have  been  entirely  thrown  out  of  competition,  without  any 
consideration  of  the  merits  thereof  by  said  Board  of  Experts;  and 

"Whereas,  It  appears  from  the  report  and  minutes  of  the  said 
Board  to  the  Commissioners  that  two  designs  were  excluded  from  the 
competition,  because  one  was  not  submitted  in  monotone,  and  be- 
cause one  thereof  exhibited  trees  and  their  shadows  upon  one  of  the 
sheets  connected  therewith,  without  any  consideration  of  the  merits 
of  either  of  said  designs;  and 

"Whereas,  In  the  opinion  of  the  Commissioners  the  reasons  given 
by  the  said  Board  for  the  exclusion  of  said  designs  from  the  competi- 
tion did  not  in  any  way  affect  'relative  merits  of  said  designs,' 
although  they  suggest  technical  and  unimportant  violations  of  cer- 
tain provisions  of  the  programme  which  are  in  no  sense  mandatory; 
and 

"Whereas,  The  Board  of  Experts  has  not,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Commissioners,  made  such  examination  of  all  the  other  designs 
by  ascertainment  of  cubical  contents  and  otherwise,  as  was  neces- 
sary to  enable  them  to  make  proper  and  intelligent  report  as  to 
the  relative  merits  of  the  designs,  especially  in  the  light  of  the  man- 
datory provisions  of  the  programme  limiting  cost;  and 

"Whereas,  The  said  Board  of  Experts  has  presented  eight  designs 
which  they  report  cannot  be  constructed  without  modification  for 
the  amount  of  the  appropriation,  thus  disregarding  the  mandatory 
provisions  of  the  programme  limiting  cost,  and  none  of  which  are, 
for  this  reason,  as  also  for  reasons  relating  to  light,  air  and  other 
matters,  satisfactory  to  the  Commissioners;  and 

"Whereas,  The  Commissioners  have  expressly  agreed,  in  para- 
graph 10  of  Part  1  (p.  2  of  the  programme),  to  obtain  the  advice  of 

the  Board  of  Experts  upon  the  relative  merits  of  the  designs  sub- 
mitted ; 

"Now,  Therefore,  After  due  consideration,  the  Commissioners  do 
disapprove  of  the  action  of  the  Board  of  Experts  in  excluding  from 
the  competiton  the  two  designs  referred  to  in  their  report  and  in  not 
examining  said  designs,  as  also  all  designs  submitted  to  them  and 
making  report  as  to  the  relative  merits  of  the  same;  and  do  also, 
for  the  reasons  stated  in  the  foregoing  preamble,  decline  to  ap- 
prove the  report  submitted  by  said  Board,  the  members  of  which 
do  not  appear,  either  by  their  minutes  or  report,  to  have  been  sworn 
or  affirmed;  and  inasmuch  as  it  is  now  impossible,  because  of  the 
probable  publicity  which  has  been  given  to  the  names  of  certain 
competitors,  to  obtain  the  advice  of  said  Board  'upon  the  relative 
merits  of  the  designs  submitted,'  without  the  name  of  any  of  the 
authors  of  the  said  designs  being  known  to  the  Board,  or  to  the  Com- 
missioners, it  is  now  ordered  and  directed  that  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission  respectfully  request  the  president  judge  of  the  Twelfth 
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Judicial  district  or  his  representative,  custodian  of  the  envelopes 
containing  the  names  of  the  authors  of  the  several  designs  sub- 
mitted, to  produce  the  same  before  the  Commissioners  to  be  opened 
and  the  names  of  said  authors  disclosed  and  ascertained;  and  that 
said  Secretary,  when  the  names  are  thus  ascertained,  is  hereby  di- 
rected to  return  the  several  designs  to  their  respective  authors 
with  the  information  that,  by  reason  of  an  unintentional  error  of 
the  Board  of  Experts,  certain  designs  were  improperly  excluded 
from  the  competition,  and  certain  other  designs  were  not  examined 
and  judged  in  accordance  with  the  mandatory  provisions  of  the 
programme  limiting  the  cost,  and  that  it  is  now  impossible,  be- 
cause of  the  fact  that  the  names  of  certain  competitors  have,  prob- 
ably, become  known,  to  obtain  the  advice  of  the  Board  of  Ex- 
perts as  to  'the  relative  merits  of  the  designs  submitted,'  without 
the  authorship  of  said  designs  being  known,  as  was  contemplated 
by  the  programme  under  which  the  said  designs  were  submitted;  and 
with  the  additional  information  that,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Board 
of  Experts,  none  of  the  designs  submitted  can  be  construed  within 
the  limits  of  the  appropriation,  without  modification,  or  the  use 
of  material  not  in  keeping  with  the  dignity  of  the  State,  and  that, 
if  this  be  so,  none  of  said  designs  have  been  prepared  in  accord- 
ance with  the  mandatory  provisions  of  the  programme  limiting  cost." 

After  the  adoption  of  the  foregoing  resolution,  Governor  Hastings 
retired  from  the  meeting  of  the  Commission  and  was  not  present  at 
any  of  its  subsequent  sessions.  Before  retiring  from  the  room,  the 
Governor  requested  Hon.  Henry  K.  Boyer  to  take  the  chair,  and 
the  Commission  proceeded  with  the  business  before  it.  The  following- 
preamble  and  resolution  were  presented,  considered  and  unanimously 
adopted  to  wit: 

"Whereas,  The  Commissioners  have  failed  to  secure  a  satisfactory 
design  by  means  of  the  competitive  programme  heretofore  adopted, 
and  have,  because  of  the  unintentional  mistake  of  the  Board  of  Ex- 
perts in  excluding  certain  designs  from  the  competition,  and  in 
not  judging  all  the  designs  according  to  the  mandatory  provisions 
of  the  programme  limiting  cost,  directed  that  all  designs  submitted 
be  returned  to  their  respective  authors;  and 

"Whereas,  Kone  of  the  designs  submitted  could,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Board  of  Experts,  be  constructed  within  the  limit  of  the 
statutory  appropriation,  without  modification,  or  the  use  of  ma- 
terial not  in  keeping  with  the  dignity  of  the  State,  and  none  of  the 
designs  presented  by  the  Board  is,  in  form  and  arrangement  satis- 
factory to  the  Commissioners;  and 

"Whereas,  Time  will  not  now  permit  the  repetition  of  the  experi- 
ment to  procure  a  satisfactory  design  under  the  provisions  of  the 
aforesaid  competitive  programme;  It  is  therefore,  now 

"Resolved  and  ordered  by  the  Commissioners  that  all  the  provi- 
sions cf  said  competitive  programme  and  the  supplement  thereto 
be  and  are  hereby  cancelled  and  annulled,  save  only  those  provisions 
describing  the  buildings  to  be  covered  by  the  designs  and  the  ground 
to  be  occupied  I  hereby,  and  the  mandatory  provision  limiting  the 
cost  of  the  Legislative  Building;  and,  in  order  to  procure  a  satis- 
factory design  with  the  least  possible  further  delay,  the  Secretary 
is  hereby  authorized  to  notify  all  architects  who  have  previously 
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submitted  designs,  that  the  Commissioners  will,  at  the  Executive  De- 
partment, Harrisburg,  Pennsylvania,  on  the  29th  day  of  September, 
1897,  at  noon,  receive  such  designs  for  the  buildings  mentioned  in 
the  aforesaid  programme,  as  they  or  any  of  them,  may  then  desire 
to  submit;  the  Commissioners  insisting  that  all  designs  submitted 
for  the  Legislative  Building  shall  be  of  such  size  and  form,  and  pro- 
vide for  such  arrangement  of  rooms  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  con- 
venient use  of  the  General  Assembly,  within  the  limit  of  the  statu- 
tory appropriation;  particularly  requesting  that  in  said  designs  pro- 
vision be  made  for  the  direct  admission  of  light  and  air  from  the 
exterior  to  the  rooms  designed  for  the  Senate  and  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, and  expressly  reserved  to  themselves  after  exam- 
ination and  conference  with  their  architectural  adviser  the  right 
to  reject  any  and  all  plans  so  submitted,  as  also  the  right  to  fix  the 
compensation  to  be  allowed  to  any  of  the  architects  of  such  plans." 

The  commission  again  met  on  September  29,  1897,  when  Auditor 
General  Mylin  was  elected  Vice  President  of  the  Commission  to  ex- 
ercise all  the  powers  of  the  President  in  case  of  his  absence.  Mr. 
Haywood,  the  Secretary,  reported  that  all  the  designs  submitted 
under  the  original  competition  had  been  returned  to  their  respective 
owners,  and  that,  in  pursuance  of  the  resolution,  adopted  Septem- 
ber 9,  1897,  a  large  number  of  designs  had  been  received  from  various 
architects  and  had  been  placed  for  exhibition  in  the  Senate  Chamber 
at  Grace  Church.  The  Commission  then  proceeded  to  examine  the  de- 
signs thus  submitted  and,  after  the  examination,  invited  certain  of 
the  architects  submitting  the  same  before  the  Commission,  on  the  7th 
of  October,  1897,  for  the  purpose  of  explaining  their  several  draw- 
ings to  the  Commission. 

At  the  meeting  of  October  7,  1897,  the  architects  present  were 
heard  in  alphabetical  order  and  were  given  one  hour  ea-ch  to  explain 
the  merits  of  their  respective  designs. 

The  Commission  again  met  on  October  21,  1897,  and  heard  certain 
other  architects,  who  were  then  present,  in  alphabetical  order,  upon 
the  merits  of  the  plans,  submitted  by  them,  respectively.  The  Com- 
mission then  adjourned  until  October  22,  1897,  when  it  met  and 
after  fully  considering  the  designs  submitted  and  the  statements  of 
their  respective  authors  in  regard  thereto,  Plan  No.  9,  submitted  by 
Henry  Ives  Cobb,  of  Chicago,  was  unanimously  adopted  by  the  Com- 
mission and  he  was  selected  as  the  architect  to  construct  the  legis- 
lative building.  His  plan  was  selected  and  adopted  as  including  the 
other  departmental  buildings,  the  duty  of  adopting  plans  for  which 
was  imposed  upon  the  Commission.  This  plan  located  the  Capitol 
building,  so  that  the  departmental  buildings  subsequently  to  be 
constructed,  could  be  placed  in  immediate  contact  therewith,  thus 
constituting  when  all  the  buildings  are  constructed  practically  a 
single  building.  The  reason,  which  induced  the  Commission  to  adopt 
this  plan  for  the  several  buildings  was  the  saving  in  the  original 
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cost  of  construction  and  the  saving  which  would  result  in  the  future 
expense  of  maintaining  and  caring  for  the  building;  in  addition  to  the 
fact,  that  by  the  adoption  of  this  plan,  all  of  the  buildings  could 
be  centrally  located  and  the  natural  beauty  of  the  park  and  the  trees 
and  walks  therein  be  preserved  to  a  larger  extent  than  would  have  re- 
sulted from  the  adoption  of  any  other  plan. 

Certain  architects  who  had  submitted  designs  under  the  original 
competition  having  filed  bills  in  equity  against  the  Commission  be- 
cause of  its  action  in  declining  to  accept  any  of  the  plans  originally 
presented,  the  Commission  was  considerably  delayed  in  making  ad- 
vertisements for  bids  to  construct  the  Capitol  or  legislative  building. 
Much  of  the  time,  however,  during  which  this  litigation  was  pending, 
was  employed  by  the  architect  in  preparing  the  necessary  detailed 
specifications  for  construction.  The  Commission  has  been  severely 
criticised  by  many  for  its  refusal  to  adopt  any  of  the  plans  originally 
presented.  These  criticisms  have  been  largely  inspired  by  disap- 
pointed architects,  or  have  arisen  from  a  misunderstanding  of  the 
reasons  which  influenced  the  Commission  in  its  action.  The  Commis- 
sion, however,  had  no  desire,  except  to  faithfully  perform  its  duty 
under  the  law,  and  to  protect  and  advance  the  interests  of  the  people 
of  the  Commonwealth.  That  its  action  was  not  only  legal,  but  also 
proper  and  necessary  under  the  circumstances  has  been  expressly  de- 
clared, after  full  hearing  and  consideration,  by  the  Supreme  Court  of 
the  State. 

We  quote  from  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Justice  Mitchell  in  the  case  of 
Cope  &  Stewardson  vs.  Hastings,  et  al.,  183  Penna.  State  Reports, 
320-322,  as  follows,  viz: 

"We  come  now  to  the  action  of  the  Board  of  Experts  and  of  the 
Commissioners.  As  already  said,  the  experts  reported  that  all  the 
plans  would  exceed  the  limit  of  the  appropriation  and  would  require 
modification  or  the  use  of  inferior  materials  and  workmanship.  They 
also  reported  that  they  had  felt  constrained  to  exclude  two  designs 
from  the  competition  'for  serious  violation  of  clauses  well  defined 
in  the  programme,'  to-wit;  No.  15  because  of  'trees  being  shown  on 
the  elevation  at  one  sixty-fourth  scale,  and  (heir  shadows  shown  on 
the  plan  at  same  scale'  and  No.  21  because  of  'all  the  elevations  and 
sections  not  being  rendered  in  monotone,  at  least  three  colors  being 
used.''  This  action  by  a  board  of  professional  gentlemen  of  such 
high  character  and  intelligence  can  only  be  accounted  for  by  their 
erroneous  view  of  the  scope  of  the  programme  as  limiting  their  duties 
to  the  selection  of  an  architect.  The  two  plans  excluded,  it  is  true, 
violated  the  plain  conditions  of  the  competition,  and  the  authors  have 
no  ground  of  complain! ,  for  they  were  bound  to  know  the  risk  of 
departures  from  the  programme.  But  the  violation  was  of  require- 
ments that  affected  only  the  drawings,  and  did  not  touch  the  merits 
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of  the  designs,  but  only  the  work  of  the  experts  in  estimating  them 
relatively  to  the  others.  When  therefore  the  experts  enforced  the 
conditions  so  relentlessly  against  two  minor  offenders,  it  was  not  to 
be  expected  that  they  would  overlook  violations  that  went  to  the 
very  substance  of  the  plans  themselves.-  Yet  each  of  the  eight  recom- 
mended exceeded  in  cost  the  amount  of  the  appropriation,  and  this 
was  the  most  important  and  mandatory  requirement  ,not  only  of  the 
programme,  but  of  the  statute  itself.  It  is  no  answer  to  say  that 
the  designs  could  be  modified  to  bring  them  within  the  necessary 
limit.  Distinct  notice  was  given  in  section  one  of  the  programme 
of  the  amount  of  the  appropriation  available,  and  "in  order  to  permit' 
uniformity  in  estimating  the  probable  actual  cost  of  the  building" 
the  preliminary  expenses  of  the  competition,  to  be  deducted  from  the 
gross  appropriation,  were  assumed  to  be  $10,000,  And  in  the  sup- 
plement to  the  programme  it  was  again  explicitly  reiterated  that 
"the  provisions  limiting  the  cost  and  specifying  the  areas  required 
fire  mandatory,  and  will  be  strictly  and  fully  observed  in  judging 
the  designs."  The  nature  and  extent  of  modification  necessary  to 
produce  the  required  reduction  of  cost  are  peculiarly  matters  of 
technical  knowledge  on  which,  however,  the  experts  gave  the  com- 
missioners no  assistance.  And  if  modifications  were  permissible  at 
all,  prior  to  the  selction  of  a  design,  it  would  seem  that  mere  correc- 
tions of  the  drawings  should  more  readily  be  allowed  than  modifica- 
tion of  the  substance  of  the  plans.  The  Commissioners,  therefore, 
had  a  right  to  be  dissatisfied  with  the  action  of  the  board  of  experts 
and  in  setting  aside  all  the  competitive  designs  and  re-opening  the 
whole  competition  they  were  uot  only  within  their  powers,  but  were 
doing  merely  what  the  board  of  experts  as  a  matter  of  strict  right 
should  have  advised. 

Tt  is  much  to  be  regretted  that  a  scheme  so  carefully  prepared  and 
so  well  intended  should  result  in  failure.  But  the  responsibility  does 
not  rest  upon  the  commissioners.  Primarily  it  is  the  fault  of  the 
competing  architects  who  disregarded  the  most  important  and  man- 
datory requirements  of  the  whole  scheme,  which  even  the  commis- 
sioners themselves  were  not  at  liberty  to  depart  from,  and,  secondarily, 
in  a  lesser  degree,  of  the  Board  of  Experts  who  neither  enforced  the 
condition  strictly  against  all  competitoi\s  nor  gave  the  commissioners 
the  necessary  information  to  enable  them  to  judge  how  far  the  de- 
parture from  the  programme  could  safely  be  excused  and  remedied." 

With  this  complete  and  emphatic  approval  of  the  court  of  last 
resort  the  Commission  believes  that  its  conduct  in  the  premises  de- 
serves the  approval  of  the  General  Assembly  and  of  the  people  of  the 
State  as  well. 

The  decision  above  referred  to  was  made  on  November  20,  1897, 
and  on  January  18,  1898,  the  detailed  specifications  having  been  pre- 


12 

pared  and  approved,  the  Commission  ordered  its  advertisements  to  be 
made,  as  required  by  law,  for  the  reception  of  bids  for  construction 
in  accordance  with  said  plan  and  specifications  on  the  seventh  day 
of  February,  1898. 

These  specifications  called  for  the  surfacing  of  the  Legislative  build- 
ing with  Pennsylvania  marble,  and  the  bids,  in  accordance  with  the 
invitation  contained  in  the  advertisement,  were  submitted  with  such 
suggested  modifications  of  the  specifications  as  in  the  opinion  of  the 
respective  bidders  would  permit  construction  within  the  statutory 
limit  of  cost.    The  bids  then  received  are  as  follows: 


P.  J.  Carlin  &  Co.,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,   f 926,458  00 

Indiana  limestone,  galvanized  iron,  etc   485,000  00 

H.  Schuddemage,  Harrisburg,  Pa   939,750  00 

Foundations,  stone,  in  place  of  brick   914,750  00 

Ball  &  Jones,  Harrisburg,  Pa.   977,500  00 

Ohio  stone,  no  sub-basement,  etc.,    428,000  00 

R.  A.  Malone,  Lancaster,  Pa   1,000,000  00 

Two  stories  and  temporary  roof,    542,000  00 

Edwin  S.  Williams,  Scranton,  Pa   1,022,808  00 

Ohio  stone,  galvanized  iron,  etc   489,000  00 

Allen  B.  Rorke,  Philadelphia,  Pa    1,100,000  00 

Brick  and  terra  cotta  above  basement  and  other 

omissions,     525,000  00 

Mcllvain-Unkefor  Co.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa   1,167,000  00 

Indiana  stone,  no  sub-basement,  etc.,   499,300  00 

Norcross  Bros,  Worcester,  Mass   1,385.000  00 

Reductions  in  marble   1,155,000  00 


On  February  4,  1898,  the  Attorney  General  filed  a  bill  in  equity  in 
the  common  pleas  of  Dauphin  county  (241  Equity  Docket),  asking 
that  the  Commission  be  restrained  from  making  any  contract  for 
the  construction  of  the  building  according  to  the  plan  and  specifica- 
tions hereinbefore  referred  to.  Hearing  was  had  on  application  for 
injunction  on  February  9,  1898,  and  the  injunction  was  refused  by 
Judge  Simonton  on  February  11,  1898.  An  appeal  was  taken  to  the 
Supreme  Court,  which,  on  March  4,  1898,  unanimously  affirmed  the 
action  of  Judge  Simonton  in  refusing  the  injunction.  For  the  inform- 
ation of  the  General  Assembly  we  beg  leave  to  quote  the  decision  of 
the  learned  president  of  the  common  pleas  of  Dauphin  county,  with 
the  approval  of  the  same  by  the  Supreme  Court,  as  reported  in  185 
Penn.  State  Reports,  pp.  20-30  and  32. 

OPINION  OF  JUDGE  SIMONTON. 

"As  we  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  a  preliminary  injunction 
ought  not  to  be  granted,  and  as  the  act  of  Assembly  which  gives 
the  right  of  appeal  where  a  motion  for  a  preliminary  injunction  is 
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denied,  provided  that  "all  such  appeals  shall  be  heard  by  the  Su- 
preme Court  in  auy  district  in  which  it  may  be  in  session,  as  pro- 
vided in  cases  of  equity  originating  in  the  Supreme  Court. 
And  all  cases  shall  be  heard  and  determined  as  though  said  court 
had  original  jurisdiction  in  the  premises  and  the  application  for 
injunction  had  been  made  to  said  court,"  we  do  not  think  it  would 
serve  any  useful  purpose  to  discuss  this  case  at  length.  We  shall, 
therefore,  content  ourselves  with  indicating  briefly  the  reasons  for 
our  conclusions. 

One  of  the  allegations  in  the  bill  on  which  the  motion  for  an  injunc- 
tion is  based  is  that  the  specifications  upon  which  the  advertisement 
for  bids  for  the  construction  of  the  Capitol  building  was  founded 
calls  for  an  unfinished  and  incomplete  structure,  and  that  if  it  were 
built  according  to  these  specifications,  it  would  be  incomplete 
and  not  habitable.  This  averment  in  the  bill  is  sustained  by  the 
testimony  of  several  witnesses,  but  the  conclusion  sought  to  be 
drawn  from  it  is  based  on  evident  misapprehension.  The  defendants 
admit,  in  their  answer,  that  the  building  would  be  incomplete  if 
the  construction  were  confined  to  these  specifications  and  the  con- 
tract to  be  based  upon  them,  but  they  aver  and,  Mr.  Cobb,  their 
architect,  testifies,  that  additional  specifications  are  to  be  prepared 
and  other  contracts  made  for  the  remaining  parts  of  the  construction, 
all  of  which  are  to  be  in  progress  together,  and  to  be  finished  at  the 
same  time. 

Another  averment  in  the  bill  is  that  the  intent  and  meaning  of  the 
act  of  Assembly  was  that  a  completed  building  should  be  erected  for 
the  use  of  the  General  Assembly,  its  officers,  committees  and  em- 
ployes, and  that  in  the  future,  from  time  to  time,  as  the  financial  con- 
dition of  the  State  will  admit  other  buildings  are  to  be  added  neces- 
sary for  executive  and  departmental  purposes  and  that  the  plans  and 
specifications  prepared  for  the  commission  by  their  architect  pro- 
vide for  the  incomplete  construction  of  a  large  structure  for  the  use, 
not  only  of  the  General  Assembly,  but  for  executive  and  departmental 
purposes  as  well. 

The  defendants  in  their  sworn  answer  aver  that  the  act  of  Assembly 
requires  them  not  only  to  procure  the  construction  of  a  new  Capitol 
building  on  or  near  the  site  of  the  old  Capitol  building,  in  the  city  of 
Harrisburg,  of  such  size  and  form  as  may,  in  their  judgment,  be 
adapted  to  the  present  and  future  use  of  the  General  Assembly,  its 
officers,  committees  and  employes,  but  that  it  makes  it  the  duty  of 
the  defendants  to  advise  with  and  employ  an  architect  and  adopt 
plans  for  the  construction  of  said  building  and  such  other  buildings 
to  be  erected  in  the  future  as  may  be  necessary  for  executive  and  de- 
partmental purposes.  And  they  aver  that  they  have  adopted  plans 
prepared  by  the  architect  for  such  buildings,  and  also  a  plan  for  the 
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construction  of  the  particular  building  which  said  act  requires  to  be 
now  constructed  for  legislative  use,  and  that  the  plans  and  specifica- 
tions which  they  have  procured  do  not  relate  to,  or  require  the  erec- 
tion and  construction  of,  any  other  building  except  one,  which  will 
be  of  such  size  and  form  as  will,  in  their  judgment,  under  the  condi- 
tions and  requirements  of  said  act  of  Assembly  "be  adapted  to  the 
present  and  future  use  of  the  General  Assembly,  its  officers,  commit- 
tees and  employes." 

The  testimony  shows  that  the  only  difference  between  the  plan 
adopted  by  the  Commissioners  and  that  originally  adopted  in  what 
has  been  known  as  the  programme  is  that  the  buildings  to  be  erected 
in  the  future  are  to  be  physically  connected  with  the  building  now  to 
be  erected  for  the  use  of  the  Legislature,  instead  of  being  detached, 
as  was  contemplated  in  the  original  programme,  and  we  find  noth- 
ing in  the  act  which  in  any  degree  controls  this  matter. 

Another  allegation  in  the  bill  is  that  the  Commissioners  intend  to 
contract  for  the  expenditure  of  a  large  amount  of  money  in  excess 
of  the  sum  of  $550,000,  in  violation  of  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  As- 
sembly which  forbids  them  to  contract  for  the  expenditure  of  any 
larger  sum.  To  this  the  defendants  answer  and  the  testimony  shows, 
that  it  is  not  their  intention  or  purpose,  and  never  has  been,  to  enter 
into  any  contract  or  contracts  for  the  erection  and  construction  of 
said  building,  or  any  parts  or  portions  thereof,  in  excess  of  the  amount 
of  money  available  under  said  act  of  Assembly,  and  it  is  not  their 
purpose  or  intention  to  leave  said  building,  when  completed,  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  plans  and  specifications  approved  and  to  be  ap 
proved  by  them,  in  such  condition  as  to  require  the  expenditure  of  any 
additional  money  thereon  in  order  to  fit  it  for  the  convenient  use  and 
occupancy  of  the  General  Assembly,  its  officers,  committees  and  em- 
ployes, and  the  testimony  warrants  us  in  believing  that  such  is  the 
fact,  even  were  we  not  required  to  accept  the  sworn  answer  of  the 
defendants  to  this  effect. 

Another  of  the  allegations  in  the  bill  is  that  the  defendants  have 
invited  and  have  received  bids  upon  the  plans  and  specifications  pre- 
pared lr\  their  architect,  and  that  in  advertising  for  said  bids  they 
also  called  for  aud  have  received  modified  bids  from  a  number  of 
contractors,  and  that  they  propose  and  intend  to  let  a  contract  to 
some  one  of  the  aforesaid  bidders  according  to  plans  and  specifications 
made  by  such  bidder  as  modification  of  the  plans  and  specifications 
upon  which  bids  were  invited,  and  that  to  let  such  a  contract  would 
be  in  violation  of  the  provision  of  the  act  of  Assembly  requiring  two 
weeks'  public  notice  by  advertisement  previous  to  awarding  the 
contract  for  the  construction  of  said  building,  and  would  be  the  ac- 
ceptance of  a  bid  without  competition. 

Defendants,  in  their  sworn  answer,  admit  that  they  have  asked  for 
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and  received  such  bids,  that  they  are  now  in  the  hands  of  the  architect, 
who  is  instructed  to  make  a  careful  examination  thereof  and  report 
to  the  Commission  the  character  of  the  modifications  so  suggested 
and  such  other  information  as  will  enable  the  Commission  to  de- 
termine whether  or  not  these  modifications  are  upon  such  lines  as  will 
suggest  a  proper  competition,  and  that  if  it  be  found  that  they  are 
not,  no  contract  will  be  awarded  upon  either  of  said  bids,  but  that 
modified  specifications  will  be  prepared  and  proper  advertisements 
made  and  new  bids  received,  and  that  they  do  not  propose  or  intend 
to  let  any  contract  to  any  of  the  bidders,  or  to  accept  any  of  the  bids 
or  modifications  without  such  competition  as  is  required  by  the  act 
of  Assembly. 

Another  allegation  in  the  bill  is  that  notwithstanding  the  act  of 
Assembly  requires  that  the  Capitol  building  shall  be  made  as  nearly 
fireproof  as  possible,  the  plans  and  specifications  upon  which  bids 
have  been  invited  call  for  a  building  not  fireproof  but  readily  combus- 
tible, and  a  number  of  respects  are  specified  in  the  bill  on  which  it  is 
alleged  the  building  is  not  fireproof,  among  others,  the  roof  and  floor- 
ing and  staircases.  In  respect  to  this  the  commissioners  say  in  their 
sworn  answer  that  they  believe  that  under  the  restrictions  and  limita- 
tions imposed  by  the  act  of  Assembly  in  the  matter  of  cost,  size  and 
accommodations  required,  the  specifications  provide  for  a  building 
which,  when  completed,  will  be  as  nearly  fireproof  as  possible  within 
the  meaning  of  the  act.  The  architect  of  the  commissioners  testifies 
that  on  account  of  the  restriction  as  to  cost  the  only  kinds  of  roof 
which  could  be  selected  would  be  either  tar  and  gravel  or  tin,  'and 
that  a  tar  and  gravel  roof,  properly  constructed,  is  not  a  dangerous 
roof  on  a  building  standing  detached  from  other  buildings,  and  that  all 
portions  of  the  building  that  are  constructed  of  timber  are  to  be 
coated  with  fire-proof  paint  which  will  prevent  their  burning,  and  xhat 
in  his  opinion  the  building  will  be  as  nearly  fireproof  as  the  limitation 
of  cost  and  the  required  size  and  accommodations  to  be  furnished 
in  the  building  will  allow. 

There  can  be  no  doubt  that  a  building  could  be  constructed  which 
would  be  much  more  nearly  fireproof  than  the  building  called  for 
under  these  specifications,  if  the  builder  were  not  limited  in  the 
matter  of  expense,  but  we  are  unable  to  see  how  a  building  which 
would  meet  the  requirements  of  the  one  in  qeustion,  with  the  cost 
limit  attached,  could  be  made  more  nearly  fireproof  than  this,  and 
we  do  not  think  the  requirement  that  it  shall  be  as  nearly  fireproof 
as  possible  is  to  be  understood  in  an  absolute  sense,  and  not  relatively 
to  the  other  conditions,  including  that  of  cost. 

On  the  specifications  upon  which  the  advertisements  were  issued 
and  the  bids  received  the  word  "temporary"  occurs  in  a  number  of 
places,  and  it  is  alleged  in  the  bill  that  this  indicates  that  the  work 
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is  to  be  of  a  temporary  nature  and  to  be  replaced  hereafter  by 
other  work  which  will  require  future  appropriations.  The  archi- 
tect, however,  explains  that  "this  contract  is  the  initial  contract,  and 
there  are  furutre  contracts  necessary  to  complete  the  building,  and 
that  the  work  marked  ''temporary"  is  in  many  cases  superseded 
by  work  that  is  to  be  put  in  by  other  contractors,  and  that  speci- 
fications are  to  be  prepared  and  advertisements  to  be  made  and  bids 
received  for  the  stone  carving,  the  fire-proof  painting,  sewers  and 
plumbing,  gas  piping,  water  supply,  electric  wire,  elevators  and  ele- 
vator screens,  vault  doors,  heating,  ventilating,  bells  and  tubes," 
and  that  the  contracts  for  all  these  are  to  be  executed  during  the 
same  time  that  the  contract  for  the  general  constructure  is  under 
way,  and  all  will  be  required  to  be  completed  at  the  same  time; 
and  that  when  all  the  specifications  are  drawn  and  all  the  contracts 
to  be  advertised  for  are  completed,  which  must  be  within  the  time 
limited  by  the  act  of  Assembly,  the  building  will  be  completed  and 
ready  to  be  used  for  the  purposes  prescribed  in  the  act. 

After  a  careful  consideration  of  the  bill  and  the  sworn  answer  of  the 
commissioners,  and  an  attentive  hearing  of  the  testimony  produced 
at  the  hearing,  we  have  been  unable  to  find  any  evidence  that  the  com- 
missioners have  done  or  intended  to  do  any  act  which  will  endanger 
the  rights  or  prejudice  the  interests  of  the  Commonwealth,  such  as 
would  warrant  the  granting  of  a  perliminary  injunction,  and  thus 
delaying  them  in  the  prosecution  of  the  work  entrusted  to  and  imposed 
upon  them  by  the  act. 

The  motion  for  a  preliminary  injunction  is,  therefore,  refused. 


OPINION  OF  THE  SUPREME)  COURT. 


Page  32,  18'5  P.  S.  R.  "The  controlling  questions  in  this  case 
have  been  so  satisfactorily  disposed  of  by  the  learned  President  of 
The  common  pleas  that-  further  discussion  of  any  of  them  is  un- 
necessary. 

"On  his  opinion  the  decree  denying  the  motion  for  a  preliminary 
injunction  is  affirmed  and  the  appeal  dismissed  at  appellants' 
costs." 

On  March  30,  18(JS,  the  Commission  again  met  and  received  from 
the  architect  the  following  report,  viz.: 

"The  supplementary  suggestions  from  the  bidders  called  for  by 
you  give  much  valuable  information  to  guide  you  in  the  construe- 
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tion  of  the  building.  It  is  very  evident  that  in  order  to  comply  with 
the  mandatory  instructions  of  the  act  as  to  size,  cost  and  time  of 
completion,  it  will  be  necessary  to  construct  the  building  of  very 
inexpensive  materials  that  can  be  secured  in  large  quantities,  im- 
mediately, and  there  can  be  no  ornamentation  of  any  kind.  The 
only  building  that  can  be  constructed  in  a  good,  substantial,  fire- 
proof manner  at  a  total  cost  of  not  over  .$550,000.00  that  contains 
sufficient  space  for  the  present  and  future  use  'of  the  General  Assem- 
bly, its  officers,  committees  and  employes,'  is  a  plain  brick  building, 
devoid  of  all  ornamentation,  and  every  expense  saved  that  does  not 
interfere  with  its  immediate  use  as  called  for  in  the  act." 

The  report  was  accompanied  by  modified  plans  and  specifications, 
omitting  all  marble  surfacing  and  substituting  rubble  stone  work  for 
brick  in  the  foundations.  The.  modified  plans  and  specifications 
were  at  once  approved  and  advertisement  was  immediately  ordered 
for  the  receiving  of  bids  on  April  18,  1898. 

On  April  IS.  1898,  the  following  bids  were  duly  received  by  the 
Commission,  viz.: 


Schedule  of  Bids. 

1.  Ball  and  Jones,  Harrisburg,  Pa.,   $354,000  00 

2.  Doyle  &  Doak,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,   349,892  00 

3.  Mcllvain  Unkefer  Co.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,   329,750  00 

4.  P.  J.  Carlin  &  Co.,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y  '.   352,600  00 

5.  B.  A.  Malone,  Lancaster,  Pa.,   367,859  00 

6.  Allen  B.  Borke,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,   325,000  00 


Alen  B.  Borke,  being  the  lowest  bidder,  and  he  being  regarded 
as  responsible  and  capable,  the  Commission  upon  the  same  day  ac- 
cepted his  bid,  and  entered  into  contract  with  him.  (The  contract 
and  bond  are  herewith  presented  as  Exhibits  B  and  C.)  The  work 
was  promptly  commenced  and  diligently  prosecuted  by  Mr.  Borke. 

On  April  29,  1898,  the  Commission  elected  Mr.  Philip  H.  Johnson, 
of  Philadelphia,  as  representative  to  supervise  the  construction,  and 
Mr.  Jas.  A.  Palmer,  of  Philadelphia,  was  appointed  engineer  to  pre- 
pare plans  and  specifications  for  heating,  lighting,  ventilating  and 
plumbing.  The  Commission  upon  the  same  day  unanimously  agreed 
to  invite  Hon.  A.  K.  McClure,  of  Philadelphia,  to  deliver  the  ora- 
tion at  the  laying  of  the  corner-stone  of  the  new  Capitol  building. 

On  May  3,  1898,  the  Commission  again  met,  and  the  terms  of 
Hon.  x\mos  H.  Mylin,  Auditor  General,  and  Hon.  B.  J.  Haywood, 
State  Treasurer,  having  expired,  their  successors  in  office,  Hon.  Levi 
G.  McCauley,  Auditor  General,  and  the  Hon.  James  S.  Beacom,  State 
Treasurer,  appeared  and  were  duly  sworn  to  perform  their  several 
duties  as  members  of  the  Commission.  At  all  meetings  followim 
the  election  in  November,  1897,  Messrs.  McCauley  and  Beacom  wer 
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invited  to  be  present,  and  attended  many  of  said  meetings,  and  were 
present  at  the  time  the  contract  for  general  construction  was  made 
with  Mr.  Allen  B.  Rorke.  Auditor  General  McCauley  was  elected 
vice  president  of  the  Commission,  and  Hon.  James  S.  Beacom  was 
elected  secretary  and  treasurer. 

Oti  May  10,  1898,  Mr.  Frederick  W.  Darlington  was  elected  elec- 
trical engineer  to  prepare  plans  for  the  electrical  work  in  the  new 
building.  On  June  14,  1898,  (Mr.  James  A.  Palmer,  who  had  been 
previously  chosen,  having  died),  Mr.  Robert  C.  Clarkson,  of  Philadel- 
phia, was  elected  as  consulting  engineer,  to  prepare  the  necessary 
specifications  for  heating  and  ventilating;  and,  at  a  later  date, 
Mr.  Frederick  W.  Darlington  having  resigned,  Mr.  Clarkson  was 
appointed  to  perform  the  work  for  which  Mr.  Darlington  had  pre- 
viously been  chosen. 

Mr.  Allen  B.  Rorke,  the  contractor,  prosecuted  the  work  of  con- 
struction with  great  diligence,  and  the  corner-stone  of  the  build- 
ing was  duly  laid  on  August  10,  1898.  The  ceremonies  incident  to 
the  occasion  were  conducted  by  William  J.  Kelley,  Right  Worshipful 
Grand  Master,  and  the  officers  and  members  of  the  Grand  Lodge  of 
Free  and  Accepted  Masons  of  Pennsylvania.  Governor  Hastings 
delivered  an  interesting  historical  address  upon  this  ocacsion;  and 
the  Hon.  A.  K.  McClure  delivered  an  eloquent  and  patriotic  oration, 
replete  with  historic  incident  and  wise  suggestion. 

The  work  of  construction  was  prosecuted  most  vigorously  by  Mr. 
Rorke,  and  at  a  meeting  of  the  Commission  held  November  11,  1898, 
he  submitted  a  statement  of  the  progress  made,  together  with  a 
proposition  to  furnish  and  erect  two  electrical  passenger  elevators, 
complete,  in  accordance  with  the  specifications  prepared  by  Mr. 
Clarkson;  the  heating  and  ventilating  sytsem  complete,  as  per  plans 
and  specifications  of  Mr.  Clarkson;  the  necessary  rain  conductors, 
and  complete  plumbing  fixtures,  together  with  all  pipes  for  the  same, 
as  designated  by  Mr.  Johnson;  also,  the  wiring  of  the  building  in 
accordance  with  Mr.  Clarkson's  specifications,  and  the  furnishing 
of  all  labor  and  material,  together  with  the  incandescent  and  in- 
closed arc  lamps,  with  underground  conduits  and  service  to  reach 
the  lines  of  the  Harrisburg  Electric  Company,  with  all  supplies 
and  material  necessary  to  make  a  complete  installation,  ready  to 
turn  on  the  current  for  the  same — for  the  sum  of  |125,000,  agreeing 
in  his  proposition  to  complete  the  work  prior  to  the  meeting  of  the 
next  Legislature,  if  the  work  was  awarded  to  him  at  once.  The  Com- 
mission then  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  this  proposition. 
Mr.  Cobb,  the  architect,  Mr.  Johnson,  the  supervising  engineer,  and 
Mr.  Clarkson  were  present,  and  stated  that  they  had  carefully  ex- 
amined the  proposition  of  Mr.  Rorke  and  that,  in  their  opinion,  the 
prices  proposed  by  him  for  the  work  and  material  were  reasonable 
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and  quite  as  low  as  could  be  obtained  by  competitive  bidding.  They 
therefore  stated  that,  in  their  opinion,  it  was  desirable,  in  order 
that  the  building  might  be  completed  for  the  coming  session  of  the 
Legislature,  the  work  now  under  contract  with  Mr.  Rorke  should 
not  in  any  way  be  interfered  with,  as  it  would  probably  be  by  a  sep- 
arate and  independent  contractor  undertaking  the  plumbing,  heat- 
ing and  ventilating  and  putting  in  of  the  necessary  elevators.  Their 
recommendations  upon  the  subject  were  reduced  to  writing,  and  filed 
with  the  Commission.  The  proposition  of  Mr.  Rorke  to  furnish  all 
labor  and  material  required  for  the  plumbing,  the  heating,  the  ven- 
tilating, the  electric  lighting,  and  the  construction  of  two  electric 
passenger  elevators  for  $125,000  was  unanimously  accepted,  and 
notice  directed  to  be  sent  to  Mr.  Rorke  that  he  should  proceed  without 
delay  to  complete  this  additional  work. 

The  architect  then  reported  that  it  was  necessary  to  have  three 
hundred  lockers  for  the  use  of  the  members  of  the  Senate  and  House 
of  Representatives,  partitions  and  fittings  in  the  toilet  rooms;  shelves, 
hooks  and  fittings  in  the  closets  of  the  committee  and  other  rooms; 
also  fittings  in  the  postoffice  and  telephone  rooms,  together  with  the 
boxes  now  in  position;  also,  the  floor  of  the  galleries  of  the  Senate  and 
House  chambers;  also,  platforms  for  speakers  and  clerks  of  each 
chamber;  also,  the  finishing  of  the  walls  and  ceilings  of  both  chambers, 
with  additional  doors,  partitions  and  fittings  for  the  pasting  and  fold- 
ing rooms  of  the  Senate  and  House,  constructed.  After  discussion,  the 
architect  was  instructed  to  have  the  contractor  furnish  the  various 
items  of  work  just  noted,  and  to  have  the  same  completed  in  time  for 
the  opening  of  the  General  Assembly  in  January,  1809,  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  contract,  which  empowers  the  Commission 
and  architect  to  direct  the  performance  of  additional  work  by  the 
contractor.  Mr.  Rorke  undertook  the  performance  of  all  the  addi- 
tional work,  and  succeeded,  by  his  industry  and  energy,  in  having  the 
same  so  far  completed  by  the  first  day  of  January,  1899,  as  to  enable 
the  General  Assembly  to  occupy  the  building. 

Various  portions  of  the  work,  connected  with  the  heating  and  ven- 
tilating apparatus  and  other  matters,  was  not  entirely  finished  at  the 
beginning  of  the  session  of  the  General  Assembly,  and  Mr.  Rorke  pro- 
ceeded to  complete  the  same  as  rapidly  as  possible;  and  the  Commis- 
sion, on  March  14,  1899,  received  from  the  architect,  the  supervising 
engineer  and  the  consulting  engineer  for  the  heating,  lighting  and 
ventilating,  their  respective  reports  in  regard  to  the  entire  work  uuder 
their  charge.  These  reports  are  herewith  presented  as  exhibits  "D," 
"E"  and  "F,"  respectively,  and  to  these  several  reports  the  Commis- 
sion begs  leave  to  refer  the  members  of  the  General  Assembly. 

In  view  of  the  limitation  of  cost  imposed  upon  the  Commission  by 
the  act  of  April  14,  1897,  and  the  various  delays  to  which  it  was  sub- 
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jeeted,  the  Commission  believes  that  it  has  accomplished  the  work 
committed  to  it  by  the  said  act  of  Assembly  as  well  as  the  same  could 
have  been  possibly  done.  That  the  building  in  which  the  General  As- 
sembly now  sits  is  not  as  handsomely  decorated  and  finished,  either  in- 
ternally or  externally,  as  many  people  of  the  State  would  desire,  arises 
solely  from  the  fact  that  the  Commission  did  not  have  at  its  disposal 
any  money  to  expend  upon  unnecessary  ornamentation.  In  the 
opinion  of  the  Commission,  the  building  now  provided  for  the  use  of 
the  General  Assembly,  its  officers,  committees  and  employes,  meets 
all  the  necessary  requirements  of  such  building,  and  provides  the 
General  Assembly  with  accommodations  quite  as  convenient  and 
comfortable  for  legislative  work  as  were  ever  previously  enjoyed  by 
any  preceding  legislature.  The  number  of  committee  rooms  is  larger 
than  was  ever  before  had,  and  the  general  arrangement  of  the  building 
more  complete  and  more  convenient.  The  building  can  be  used  in  its 
present  shape,  if  the  General  Assembly  so  desires,  for  legislative 
purposes  for  many  years  without  the  expenditure  of  any  additional 
money. 

The  question  of  surfacing  the  present  structure  and  providing  more 
elaborate  internal  finishing,  is  one  which  the  Commission  leaves  en- 
tirely to  the  wisdom  of  the  General  Assembly. 

The  Commission  also  submits  herewith,  as  Exhibit  G,  a  complete 
statement  as  to  the  manner  in  which  the  appropriation  made  by  the 
act  of  April  14,  1897,. has  been  expended,  so  far  as  the  same  has  been 
paid  out,  and  of  all  liabilities  thus  far  incurred  by  the  Commission. 

The  report  of  the  architect,  herewith  submitted.  Will  furnish  his 
estimate  of  the  probable  cost  of  surfacing  the  exterior  and  decorating 
the  interior  of  the  present  building,  as,  also,  of  constructing  the  addi- 
tional buildings  required  for  departmental  purposes,  and  with  this 
information,  the  Commission  is  content  to  leave  the  whole  subject 
with  the  General  Assembly. 

L.  G.  McCAULEY, 
JAMES  S.  BEACOM, 
SAM'L  J.  M.  McCARRELL. 
HENRY  K.  BOYER. 

Commissioners. 
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EXHIBIT  "A." 

REPORT  OF  THE  BOARD  OF  EXPERTS  FOR  THE  ERECTION 
OF  THE  CAPITOL  BUILDING  OF  THE  COMMONWEALTH  OF 
PENNSYLVANIA,  IN  HARRISBURG. 

Harrisburg,  Pa.,  July  31,  1897. 
To  the  Hon.  Daniel  H.  Hastings,  President,  and  the  Commissioners  for 
the  erection  of  a  new  Capitol  building,  to  be  erected  by  the  Common- 
wealth of  Pennsylvania  in  Harrisburg: 

Gentlemen:  In  accordance  with  the  terms  of  your  programme  of 
a  competition  for  the  selection  of  an  architect,  we  have  given  to 
the  thirty  designs  submitted  to  us  as  your  Board  of  Experts,  the  most 
careful  consideration  and  study. 

Realizing  that  in  no  competition  can  an  entirely  satisfactory  solu- 
tion of  the  problem  in  all  its  details  be  expected,  we  have  kept  care- 
fully in  view  the  end  to  be  attained;  that  is,  as  required  by  the  pro- 
gramme, the  selection  of  the  architect  who  is  most  capable  in  dealing 
with  this  especial  problem  considered  from  all  points  of  view,  so  far 
as  this  capacity  may  be  inferred  from  study  of  his  design. 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements  of  the  programme,  we  have 
submitted  for  your  consideration  the  eight  designs  which  seem  to 
us  the  best.  These  eight  designs  embody,  we  think,  all  the  features 
worthy  of  your  consideration,  which  ate  shown  by  any  of  the  com- 
petitors. But  of  these  eight  designs  the  three  placed  first  are  so 
much  superior  to  the  others,  that  we  believe  that  these  alone  deserve 
your  serious  attention. 

In  the  matter  of  cost,  all  the  designs  submitted  (notwithstanding 
the  claims  of  their  authors),  would,  in  our  opinion,  exceed  the  appro- 
priation and  would  require  modifications  unless,  indeed,  the  materials 
used  and  the  character  of  the  workmanship  were  to  be  unworthy  of 
the  Capitol  of  the  Commonwealth.  Such  being  the  case,  the  provision 
of  your  programme  that  we  should  aim  at  selecting  the  most  capable 
architect,  has  seemed  to  us  a  most  judicious  one. 

We  have  felt  constrained  under  the  programme  to  exclude  from  the 
competition  the  designs  numbered  15  and  21,  for  the  serious  viola- 
tion of  clauses  well  defined  in  the  programme,  and  which  are  stated 
in  detail  in  the  minutes  of  our  proceedings. 

Design  No.  21,  Ranked  First. 

The  author  of  this  design  has  submitted  two  general  groupings  of 
the  buildings,  the  one  departing  from  the  recommendation  of  the  pro- 
gramme that  the  present  line  of  buildings  should  be  approxi- 
mately maintained,  and  the  other  conforming  to  it. 

The /ormer  of  these  is  preferred  by  the  author,  and  we  believe  that 
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this  arrangement  is  the  most  effective  of  any  presented  in  the  com- 
petition. In  this,  the  building  A  is  flanked  by  buildings  C  and  D, 
which  are  placed  further  forward,  the  three  forming  a  Court  of 
Honor,  which  would  add  very  materially  to  the  dignity  and  import- 
ance of  the  group.  This  arrangement  also  avoids  the  crowding  to- 
gether of  the  buildings,  which  is  noticeable  in  all  the  other  schemes, 
and  would  give  a  fine  vista  to  building  A,  without  destroying  the 
natural  beauty  of  the  park. 

The  floor  plans  of  building  A  are  not  only  by  far  the  best  practically 
and  artistically  of  those  submitted,  but  present  an  almost  ideal  solu- 
tion of  the  problem.  The  arrangements  are  convenient,  direct  and 
simple.  This  directness  and  simplicity,  which  are  the  most  difficult 
things  to  obtain,  produce  naturally  a  dignity  and  nobility  which  are 
the  first  requisites  for  a  building  of  this  character,  and  which  are 
independent  of  ornament  or  elaboration. 

We  have  examined  them  carefully  in  all  their  details,  and  find  that 
thej  meet  the  requirements  of  the  programme  very  completely.  We 
would  call  your  especial  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  building  is 
well  lighted  and  ventilated;  that  the  communications  are  very  direct, 
and  that  the  arrangements  by  which  the  business  of  each  house  may 
be  carried  on  without  disturbance  to  the  other,  have  been  most  admi- 
rably conceived.  The  treatment  of  the  House  and  Senate  chambers, 
as  well  as  that  of  the  rotunda  and  vestibules,  deserves  special  praise. 

The  exterior  is  simple,  dignified  and  monumental,  and  would  result 
in  a  building  which  would  be  a  great  ornament  to  the  Commonwealth. 
While  the  style  conforms  less  strictly  to  the  popular  idea  of  Colonial 
architecture  than  some  of  the  other  designs  it  is  inspired  from  the 
same  sources,  and  in  our  judgment  is  within  the  requirements  of  the 
programme. 

The  other  buildings  are  less  interesting  than  building  A,  to  which 
the  author  seems  to  have  given  his  especial  attention.  The  plans, 
are,  however,  well  conceived,  and  the  exteriors  in  connection  with 
building  A,  would  make  an  harmonious  whole. 

The  treatment  of  the  whole  design  seems  to  indicate  imagination, 
skill  and  training.  We  think  that  it  indicates  a  special  capacity  in 
its  author  for  dealing  with  this  special  problem.  The  design  would 
suffer  less  by  necessary  modifications  than  any  of  the  others. 

In  view  of  all  these  considerations,  we  strongly  recommend  its  se- 
lection by  the  Commissioners,  for  their  first  choice. 

Design  No.  12,  Banked  Second. 

The  general  grouping  is  the  best  of  those  in  which  the  present  line 
of  buildings  is  preserved.  The  proposed  monumental  approach  to 
building  A  is  very  effective,  and  the  grouping  of  the  present  execu- 
tive Building  and  buildings  C  and  E  is  most  happy. 

The  floor  plans  of  building  A  present  somewhat  the  same  general 
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scheme  as  No..  24,  and  have  much  of  the  same  convenience  of  ar- 
rangement. They  are,  however,  much  less  simple,  and  lack  the  dig- 
nity and  monumental  character  of  the  former.  '  They  are  well 
lighted  and  ventilated,  but  the  communications  are  interrupted. 
The  interior  of  the  building  would  require  considerable  elaboration, 
and  would  not  produce  as  good  an  effect  as  in  designs  Nos.  24 
and  18. 

The  exterior  is  an  interesting  and  charming  example  of  the  ac- 
cepted style  of  Colonial  architecture.  It  is,  however,  not  a  true 
expression  of  the  floor  plans.  The  large  windows  on  either  side 
of  the  main  entrance,  light  on  one  side  of  the  chamber  of  the  House, 
the  largest  room  in  the  building;  on  the  other  side  they  light  small 
one-story  offices,  and  in  both  cases  they  are  crossed  by  floors. 

The  dome  over  the  House  of  Represntatives  does  not  seem  to  be 
required  by  the  floor  plan,  and  would  not  look  well  over  a  room 
of  the  shape  shown.  It  will  readily  be  seen,  however,  that  both 
windows  and  dome  are  essential  to  the  effect  of  the  exterior. 

The  floor  plans  for  buildings  B.,  C,  D.  and  E.  are  fairly  convenient, 
but  not  deserving  of  special  commendation. 

The  exteriors  of  these  buildings  are  like  those  of  building  A — very 
charming — and  seem  to  us  the  best  of  any  submitted. 

Our  reason  for  placing  this  design  second  is  mainly  because  of  the 
happy  treatment  of  the  exteriors  of  the  Colonial  style.  Considering 
it  as  an  whole,  however,  it  is  hardly  more  deserving  of  the  second 
place  than  the  next  design. 

Design  No.  18,  Ranked  Third. 

The  genral  grouping  is  among  the  least  attractive  of  those  sub- 
mitted. The  buildings  are  unnecssarily  crowded  without  any  seem- 
ing advantage.  Buildings  B.  and  E.  are  so  placed  that  their  principal 
fronts  are  masked  by  building  A.,  and  that  they  in  turn  mask  it. 

The  floor  plans  of  building  A  are  well  conceived  and  executed. 
They  are  convenient  in  arrangement,  well  lighted  and  ventilated, 
and  the  communications  are  direct  and  simple.  The  interior  would 
be  dignified  and  monumental,  although  less  so  than  No.  24.  They  are, 
however,  much  superior,  to  No.  12,  and  in  our  judgment  are  the  second 
best  floor  plans  submitted. 

The  exterior  is  distinctly  pleasing,  but  inappropriate  for  this 
purpose,  as  being  devoid  of  that  monumental  character  which  we 
expect  in  the  Capitol  of  a  State.  It  is  rather  expressive  of  a  build- 
ing for  a  university,  and  had  that  been  its  purpose  we  should  have  had 
nothing  but  praise  for  it. 

The  attempt  to  give  a  Colonial  expression  to  the  building  has  been 
successful. 
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The  floor  plans  of  buildings  B.,  C,  D.  and  E.  are  among  the  best 
submitted,  and  deserve  praise.  The  exteriors,  however,  seem  want- 
ing in  interest  and  character.  Taken  as  a  whole,  this  design  shows 
careful  study  and  professional  training.  If  the  exteriors  had  been 
more  in  character  with  the  problem,  we  should  have  placed  this  de- 
sign second. 

These  three  designs,  Nos.  24,  12  and  18,  as  already  stated,  seem  to 
us  the  only  ones  worthy  of  your  serious  consideration.  None  of  the 
remaining  ones  possess  the  same  interest  or  show  the  same  order  of 
ability  in  their  authors. 

Design  No.  11,  Ranked  Fourth. 

The  general  grouping  is  somewhat  confused  and  crowded.  The 
floor  plans  of  the  building  A.  present  a  solution  entirely  different 
from  that  of  the  other  designs  submitted,  and  have  distinct  merits. 
The  arrangement  is  convenient  and  very  compact,  but  too  much 
has  been  sacrificed  to  these  ends,  and  it  would  be  difficult  to  obtain 
the  proper  dignity  in  the  interior. 

The  exterior  is  a  good  and  logical  expression  of  the  floor  plans, 
but  notwithstanding  a  certain  dignity,  it  seems  lacking  in  vigor  and 
interest.  It  is  one  of  the  best  expressions  of  the  Colonial  style  that 
has  been  presented. 

This  is  the  only  design  which  approached  the  recommendation 
of  The  programme  as  to  cubical  contents. 

The  floor  plans  for  the  secondary  buildings  offer  a  fairly  satisfac- 
tory solution,  and  the  exteriors  are  to  be  commended  as  harmonizing 
with  building  A. 

Design  No.  10,  Ranked  Fifth. 

The  general  grouping  has  no  especial  interest,  being  merely  a  log- 
ical arrangement  of  the  buildings  on  the  present  line. 

The  floor  plans  of  the  building  A.  are  similar  to  those  of  No.  18, 
but  less  simple  and  direct,  and  somewhat  wasteful  of  space. 

The  exterior,  while  dignified  and  simple,  lacks  character  and  har- 
mony. The  placing  the  dome  at  the  front  of  the  building  is,  in  our 
judgment,  unfortunate,  and  the  central  motive  of  the  west  front  is 
ill-advised. 

The  floor  plans  of  the  secondary  buildings  are  the  best  submitted. 
The  exteriors  of  these  are  dull,  except  that  of  building  E.,  which  is 
inappropriate. 

Design  No.  20,  Ranked  Sixth. 

The  general  grouping  is  very  similar  to  many  of  those  submitted. 
The  arrangement  of  buildings  E.  and  C.  is  somewhat  better  and  the 
general  effect  more  open. 

The  floor  plans  of  building  A.  show  two  interior  courts.    The  com- 
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muiriqation  is  somewhat  defective  and  neither  the  floor  plans  nor 
the  exteriors  commend  themselves  to  us. 

The  floor  plans  of  the  secondary  buildings  are  fairly  convenient  but 
the  exteriors  not  especially  interesting. 

Design  No.  19.  Ranked  Seventh. 

The  general  grouping  differs  from  the  other  designs  in  that  build- 
ing E.  is  placed  by  itself,  the  others  being  grouped.  This  does  not 
commend  itself  to  us. 

The  floor  plans  of  building  A.  are  decidedly  weak  and  unskillful. 
The  exterior  is  graceful,  but  weak  and  devoid  of  interest  and  decided 
character. 

The  floor  plans  of  the  lesser  building  are  very  indifferent  but  the 
exteriors  are  unexpectedly  pleasing  and  appropriate,  and  this  was 
the  main  inducement' for  including  the  design. 

Design  No.  30,  Ranked  Eighth. 

The  general  grouping  is  one  of  the  least  satisfactory;  it  is  not  only 
crowded,  but  quite  wanting  in  artistic  qualities. 

The  floor  plans  of  building  A.,  while  the  general  scheme  is  not  de- 
void of  merit,  are  so  inferior  in  the  way  this  is  carried  out  as  to  pre- 
vent any  commendation  on  our  part. 

The  exteriors  of  building  A.,  and  of  the  subsidiary  buildings  are 
decidedly  inferior  to  any  of  the  others. 

The  floor  plans  of  buildings  E.,  C,  D.  and  E.,  though  fairly  con- 
venient, deserve  no  special  mention. 

In  conclusion,  we  wish  to  express  our  entire  willingness'  to  confer 
with  the  successful  architect,  in  case  any  suggestions  on  our  part 
would  aid  him  in  any  way,  and  we  wish  also  to  thank  you  for  the 
confidence  you  have  reposed  in  us. 

All  of  which  is  respectfully  submitted. 

WARREN  P.  LAIRD, 
JOHN  M.  CARRERE, 
WALTER  COOK. 
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EXHIBIT  "B." 


CONTRACT  BETWEEN  CAPITOL  BUILDING  COMMISSION 
AND  ALLEN  B.  RORKE. 

This  agreement,  made  by  and  between  the  Commissioners  desig- 
nated by  act  of  General  Assembly  of  Pennsylvania,  approved  April 
14th,  1897,  for  the  erection  of  a  new  Capitol  building,  acting  herein 
for  and  in  behalf  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania,  parties  of 
the  first  part,  and  Allen  B.  Rorke,  of  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  Penna., 
party  of  the  second  part. 

Whereas,  By  advertisement  duly  made  and  published  according 
to  said  act  of  April  14th,  1897,  proposals  were  asked  for  the  erection 
of  the  Capitol  building,  at  Harrisburg,  Penna.,  for  the  Common- 
wealth of  Pennsylvania;  and 

Whereas,  the  proposal  of  Allen  B.  Rorke,  of  Philadelphia,  Penna., 
furnished  in  response  thereto,  was  duly  accepted  on  the  18th  day  of 
April,  A.  D.  1898,  on  condition  that  he  execute  a  contract  in  accord- 
ance with  the  terms  of  his  bid;  he  being  the  lowest  bidder  and  being 
also  responsible; 

Now,  therefore.  This  agreement,  made  and  entered  into  by  and 
between  the  said  Commissioners,  for  and  in  behalf  of  the  Common- 
wealth of  Pennsylvania,  of  the  first  part,  and  Allen  B.  Rorke,  of  the 
second  part. 

Witnesseth,  That  the  party  of  the  second  part  for  the  consideration 
hereinafter  mentioned,  covenants  and  agrees  to  and  with  the  party 
of  the  first  part  to  furnish  all  of  the  labor  and  materials,  and  do  and 
perform  all  of  the  work  required  for  the  construction  of  the  Capitol 
building  for  the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania,  according  to  the 
specifications  hereto  attached  and  the  drawings  herein  referred  to, 
prepared  by  Henry  Ives  Cobb,  architect,  and  signed  by  said  second 
party  in  strict  and  full  accordance  with  the  requirements  of  said 
drawings  and  specifications,  and  such  other  detailed  drawings  as 
may  be  furnished  to  the  party  of  the  second  part  by  Henry  Ives 
Cobb,  architect,  or  his  successor. 

And  the  said  party  of  the  second  part  further  covenants  and  agrees 
that  all  of  the  materials  used  shall  be  of  the  very  best  quality;  that 
all  of  the  work  performed  shall  be  executed  in  the  most  skilful  and 
workmanlike  manner;  and  that  both  the  materials  used  and  the  work 
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performed  shall  be  to  the  entire  and  complete  satisfaction  of  the  said 
architect. 

It  is  further  covenanted  and  agreed  that  the  entire  work  shall  be 
completed  by  the  15th  day  of  November,  eighteen  hundred  and  ninety- 
eight;  and  that  should  the  said  party  of  the  second  part  fail  to  com- 
plete the  entire  work  within  the  time  so  specified,  then  the  said  party 
of  the  second  part  shall  forfeit  to  the  said  party  of  the  first  part  one 
hundred  ($100.00)  dollars  per  diem  as  liquidated  damages  for  each 
and  every  day  thereafter  until  the  completion  of  the  same. 

The  party  of  the  second  part  further  covenants  and  agrees  to 
promptly  pay  for  all  labor  used  in  and  about  the  building  and  to 
hold  and  save  the  Commonwealth  harmless  from  and  against  all 
and  every  demand,  or  demands,  of  any  nature  or  kind,  for  or  on  ac- 
count of  the  use  of  any  patented  invention,  article,  or  appliance  in- 
cluded in  the  materials  hereby  agreed  to  be  furnished  under  this 
contract. 

It  is  further  covenanted  and  agreed  by  and  between  the  parties 
hereto  that  the  said  party  of  the  second  part  will,  at  his  own  expense, 
comply  with  all  the  municipal  building  ordinances  and  regulations 
in  so  far  as  the  same  are  binding  upon  the  Commonwealth,  and  obtain 
all  required  licenses  or  permits,  and  be  responsible  for  all  damages 
to  person  or  property  which  may  occur  in  connection  with  the  prose- 
cution of  the  work;  that  all  work  called  for  by  the  drawings  and 
specifications,  though  every  item  may  not  be  particularly  shown  on 
the  first  or  mentioned  in  the  second,  shall  be  executed  and  performed 
as  though  such  work  were  particularly  shown  and  mentioned  in  each, 
respectively,  unless  otherwise  specifically  provided;  that  all  mate- 
rials, and  work  furnished  shall  be  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  said 
architect  and  that  said  party  of  the  second  part  shall  be  responsible 
for  the  proper  care  and  protection  of  all  materials  delivered  and  work 
performed  by  him  until  the  completion  and  final  acceptance  in  writing 
of  same  by  the  party  of  the  first  part. 

It  is  further  convenanted  and  agreed  by  and  between  the  parties 
hereto  that  the  said  party  of  the  second  part  will  make  any  omissions 
from  or  additions  to  the  work  or  materials  herein  provided  for,  when- 
ever required  by  said  party  of  the  first  part,  the  valuation  of  such 
work  and  materials  to  be  determined  on  the  basis  of  the  contract 
unit  of  value  of  material  and  work  referred  to;  or,  in  the  absence  of 
such  unit  of  value,  then  on  prevailing  market  rates,  which  market 
rates,  in  case  of  dispute,  are  to  be  determined  by  said  architect,  whose 
decision  in  reference  thereto  shall  be  binding  upon  both  parties,  and 
that  no  claim  for  damages  on  account  of  such  changes  or  for  antici- 
pated profits  shall  be  made  or  allowed. 

It  is  further  covenanted  and  agreed  that  no  claim  for  compensation 
for  any  extra  materials  for  work  is  to  be  made  or  allowed,  unless  the 
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same  be  specifically  agreed  upon  in  writing  or  directed  in  writing  by 
the  party  of  the  first  part;  and  that  no  addition  to  or  omission  from, 
the  work  hereinafter  specifically  provided  for  shall  make  void  or  effect 
the  other  provisions  or  covenants  of  this  contract;  but  the  difference  in 
the  cost  thereby  occasioned,  as  the  case  may  be,  shall  be  added  to  or 
deducted  from  the  amount  of  the  contract,  and  in  the  absence  of  any 
express  agreement  or  provision  to  the  contrary,  no  addition  to  or  omis- 
sion from,  the  work  herein  specifically  provided  for  shall  be  con- 
strued to  extend  the  time  fixed  herein  for  the  final  completion  of  the 
work. 

It  is  further  covenanted  and  agreed  by  and  between  the  parties 
hereto  that  all  materials  furnished  and  work  done  under  this  con- 
tract shall  be  subject  to  the  inspection  of  the  said  architect,  the 
superintendent  of  the  building,  and  of  other  inspectors  appointed  by 
the  said  architect  at  any  and  all  times,  with  the  right  to  reject  any 
and  all  work  or  material  not  in  accordance  with  these  requirements; 
and  the  decision  of  said  architect  as  to  the  quantity  and  quality  shall 
be  final.  And  it  is  further  covenanted  and  agreed  by  and  between 
the  parties  hereto  that  the  said  party  of  the  second  part  shall,  at  his 
own  expense,  within  a  reasonable  time  to  be  specified  by  the  said 
architect,  remedy  and  remove  any  defective  or  unsatisfactory  material 
or  work;  and  that,  in  the  event  of  his  failure  immediately  to  proceed 
and  faithfully  continue  so  to  do,  said  party  of  the  first  part  may  have 
the  same  done  and  charge  the  costs  thereof  to  the  account  of  said 
party  of  the  second  part. 

It  is  further  covenanted  and  agreed  by  and  between  the  parties 
hereto  that  until  final  inspection  and  acceptance  of  and  payment  for, 
all  of  the  material  and  work  herein  provided  for,  and  the  approval 
thereof  by  the  Commissioners,  no  prior  inspection,  payment  or  act  is 
to  be  construed  as  waiver  of  the  right  of  the  party  of  the  first  part  to 
reject  any  defective  work  or  material,  or  to  require  the  fulfillment 
of  any  of  the  terms  of  this  contract. 

It  is  further  covenanted  and  agreed  by  and  between  the  parties 
hereto  that  if  the  said  party  of  the  second  part  shall  fail  to  complete 
the  work  herein  contracted  for,  or  any  part  thereof,  in  accordance  with 
this  agreement  within  the  time  herein  provided  for,  or  shall  fail  to 
prosecute  said  work  with  such  diligence  as  in  the  judgment  of  the 
party  of  the  first  part  will  insure  the  completion  of  the  said  work 
within  the  time  hereinbefore  provided,  the  said  party  of  the  first  part 
may  withhold  all  payments  for  work  in  place  until  final  completion 
and  acceptance  of  the  same,  and  is  authorized  and  empowered,  after 
five  days'  notice  thereof,  in  writing,  served  personally  upon  or  left 
at  the  shop,  office,  or  usual  place  of  abode  of  the  said  party  of  the 
second  part,  or  with  his  agent,  and  the  said  party  of  the  second  part 
having  failed  to  take  such  action  within  the  said  five  days  as  will,  in 
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the  judgment  of  said  party  of  the  first  part,  remedy  the  default  for 
which  the  said  notice  was  given,  to  take  possession  of  the  said  work 
in  whole  or  in  part  and  of  all  machinery  and  tools  employed  thereon 
and  all  materials  belonging  to  the  said  party  of  the  second  part,  deliv- 
ered on  the  site,  and,  at  the  expense  of  the  said  party  of  the  second 
part,  to  complete  or  to  have  completed  the  said  work,  and  to  supply 
or  have  supplied  the  labor,  materials  and  tools  of  whatever  character 
necessary  to  be  purchased  or  supplied  by  reason  of  the  default  of  the 
said  party  of  the  second  part;  in  which  event  the  said  party  of  the 
second  part  shall  be  further  liable  for  any  damage  incurred  through 
such  default,  and  any  and  all  other  breaches  of  this  contract. 

And  the  said  party  of  the  first  part  acting  for  and  in  behalf  of 
the  Commonwealth  covenants  and  agrees  to  pay,  or  cause  to  be  paid 
unto  the  said  party  of  the  second  part,  in  lawful  money  of  the  United 
States  in  consideration  of  the  herein  recited  covenants  and 
agreements  made  by  the  party  of  the  second  part,  the  sum  of  three 
hundred  and  twenty-five  thousand  ($325,000.00)  dollars. 

And  the  party  of  the  first  part  covenants  and  agrees  that  monthly 
payments  will  be  made  in  the  following  manner,  viz.: 

Ninety  per  cent,  (nine-tenths)  of  the  value  of  the  work  executed 
and  actually  in  place,  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  party  of  the  first  part, 
will  be  paid  as  the  work  progresses  (the  said  value  to  be  ascertained 
by  the  party  of  the  first  part),  and  ten  per  cent,  (one-tenth)  thereof 
will  be  retained  until  the  completion  of  the  entire  work,  and  the  ap- 
proval and  acceptance  of  the  same  by  the  party  of  the  first  part, 
which  amount  shall  be  forfeited  by  the  said  party  of  the  second 
part  in  the  event  of  the  non-fulfilment  of  this  contract. 

In  witness  whereof.  The  parties  have  hereunto  subscribed  their 
names  this  eighteenth  day  of  April,  A.  D.  1808,  the  acting  presi- 
dent of  the  Commission,  and  the  secretary  in  pursuance  of  the  reso- 
lution of  the  Commissioners,  signing  this  contract  in  behalf  of  the 
said  Commissioners. 

(Signed.)     HENRY  K.  BOYER, 

Acting  President. 
(Signed.)     B.  J.  HAYWOOD, 

Secretary. 
(Signed.)     ALLEN  B.  RORKE. 
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EXHIBIT  "C." 


COPY  OF  BOND. 

Know  all  men  by  these  presents,  That  we,  Allen  B.  Rorke,  of 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania,  contractor,  and  The  Commonwealth 
Guarantee,  Trust  and  Safe  Deposit  Company,  of  Harrisburg,  Penn- 
sylvania, a  corporation  duly  created  under  the  laws  of  the  Common- 
wealth of  Pennsylvania,  and  doing  business  in  the  city  of  Harrisburg, 
Pennsylvania,  surety,  are  held  and  firmly  bound  unto  the  Commis- 
sioners designated  by  act  of  General  Assembly  of  Pennsylvania,  ap- 
proved April  14,  1897,  for  the  erection  of  a  new  Capitol  building, 
acting  for  and  on  behalf  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania,  in 
the  sum  of  one  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  ($150,000.00)  dollars,  law- 
ful money  of  the  United  States  of  America,  to  be  paid  unto  the  said 
Commissioners  to  erect  a  new  Capitol  building,  their  certain  attor- 
ney or  successors  in  the  trust,  to  which  payment  well  and  truly 
to  be  made  and  done  we  do  bind  ourselves  and  each  of  us,  our  and 
each  of  our  heirs,  executors,  administrators  and  successors,  jointly 
and  severally,  firmly  by  these  presents.  Sealed  with  the  seal  of 
the  said  Allen  B.  Rorke  and  with  the  common  and  corporate  seal 
of  the  said  The  Commonwealth  Guarantee,  Trust  and  Safe  Deposit 
Company,  of  Harrisburg,  Pennsylvania,  and  dated  the  nineteenth 
day  of  April,  Anno  Domini  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  ninety- 
eight. 

Whereas,  The  said  commissioners  constituted  and  appointed  to 
erect  a  new  Capitol  Building,  entered  into  a  contract  with  the  said 
Allen  B.  Rorke  to  erect  said  building,  known  as  the  new  Capitol 
building,  and  to  furnish  all  of  the  labor  and  materials,  and  to  do 
and  perform  all  of  the  work,  required  for  the  construction  of  the 
said  Capitol  building  for  the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania,  ac- 
cording to  the  specifications  thereto  attached  and  the  drawings 
therein  referred  to.  prepared  by  Henry  Ives  Cobb,  architect,  and 
signed  by  the  said  Allen  B.  Rorke  in  strict  and  full  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  said  drawings  and  specifications,  and  such  other 
detailed  drawings  as  may  be  furnished  to  the  said  Allen  B.  Rorke 
by  Henry  Ives  Cobb,  architect,  or  his  successor,  and  to  do  all  other 
matters  and  things  by  him,  the  said  Allen  B.  Rorke,  entered  into  in 
said  contract  in  writing. 

Now,  The  condition  of  this  obligation  is  such,  that  if  the  above 
bounden  Allen  B,  Rorke  shall  and  do  in  all  respects  perform  the 
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duties  assumed  and  undertaken  by  him,  the  said  Allen  B.  Rorke, 
to  be  done  and  performed  in  and  about  the  building  and  erection 
of  said  new  Capitol  building,  as  set  forth  and  designated  in  said 
contract,  and  shall  and  do  in  all  things  well  and  truly  observe, 
perform,  fulfill  and  keep  all  and  singular  the  covenants,  articles, 
clauses,  provisos,  conditions  and  agreements  whatsoever  which,  on 
the  part  of  the  said  Allen  B.  Rorke,  are  or  ought  to  be  observed,  per- 
formed, fulfilled  and  kept,  comprised  and  mentioned  in  the  said 
contract  bearing  date  the  eighteenth  day  of  April,  Anno  Domini  one 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  ninety-eight,  and  made  or  mentioned 
to  be  made  between  the  said  Allen  B.  Rorke,  and  the  above-named 
Commissioners,  constituted  and  appointed  to  erect  a  new  Capitol 
building,  according  to  the  purport  and  true  intent  and  meaning  of 
the  same,  then  this  obligation  to  be  void,  or  else  to  be  and  remain  in 
full  force  and  virtue. 

Signed,  sealed  and  delivered  in  the  presence  of 

(Seal.)  JOHN  H.  WEISS, 

(Seal.)  ALLEN  B.  RORKE, 

Commonwealth  Guarantee,  Trust  and  Safe  Deposit  Co.  by 

LANE  S.  HART, 

President. 

Attest: 

W.  H.  METZGER, 

Secretary. 


EXHIBIT  "  D." 


REPORT  OF  HENRY  IVES  COBB,  ARCHITECT. 

Office  of  Henry  Ives  Cobb,  Architect, 
Washington,  D.  C,  March  15,  1899 
To  the  Capitol  Building  Commission,  Harrisburg,  Pa.: 

Gentlemen:  Under  date  of  November  24,  1897,  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania,  through  your  honorable  Commission,  entered  into 
contract  with  me  as  architect  as  authorized  by  act  of  General  As- 
sembly, approved  April  14,  1897.  The  general  scheme  of  my  sketch 
plans  approved  by  you  at  that  time  has  been  adhered  to,  and  the  care- 
ful investigation  and  thorough  study  given  the  matter  since  then 


has  only  strengthened  my  opinion  of  the  force  and  correctness  of 
the  arguments  I  made  to  you  that  lead  to  my  appointment  and  your 
adoption  of  the  general  scheme  radically  different  from  that  pre- 
viously contemplated.  It  had  been  represented  to  your  honorable 
Commission  that  the  best  architectural  solution  of  the  problem 
entrusted  to  you  was  to  construct  Ave  new  buildings,  which  with 
the  Library  and  Executive  building  already  completed,  would 
form  a  group  of  six  separate  buildings  for  the  housing  of  the  differ- 
ent Executive  and  Administrative  Departments  of  the  Common- 
wealth I  took  the  stand  that  this  proposition  was  entirely  imprac- 
ticable and  could  only  bring  about  most  disastrous  economical 
and  architectural  results.  In  handing  you  my  report  I  now  take  the 
liberty  of  again  setting  forth  the  three  principal  reasons  I  urged  upon 
you  for  massing  the  five  new  buildings  contemplated  into  one  grand 
structure  instead  of  scattering  them  about  as  five  independent  build- 
ings. 

First.  The  proper  utilization  of  the  land  at  your  disposal.— To  a 
casual  observer  the  "Capitol  C  rounds"  may  appear  large  enough  to 
properly  accommodate  five  buildings  in  addition  to  the  "Executive 
and  Library  Building,*'  but  an  intelligent  investigation  at  once  re- 
veals the  fact  that,  owing  to  the  natural  contours  of  the  land,  very 
extensive  grading  and  landscape  work  would  be  required  in  order  to 
secure  proper  and  available  sites  and  my  statement  that  it  would  re- 
quire hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars  for  grading,  retaining  walls, 
roadways,  paths,  trees,  etc.,  to  get  the  grounds  in  shape  is  in  no 
way  weakened  by  future  investigation.  Even  after  this  great  sum 
had  been  expended  it  would  take  not  less  than  twenty  years  for  the 
trees  to  give  anything  like  their  present  attractive  effect.  Then 
again  all  the  old  associations,  so  valuable  in  the  minds  of  all  citizens 
of  the  State  would  be  destroyed,  the  natural  slopes  obliterated,  and 
all  the  money  and  thought  that  has  been  expended  upon  the  grounds 
for  generations  making  them  famous  for  their  charming  natural  and 
cultivated  beauty  would  be  utterly  thrown  away.  The  present  gen- 
eration would,  never  see  the  grounds  in  an  attractive  form,  and  the 
next  generation  would  perhaps  start  with  grounds  as  complete  as 
now  exist,  but  the  many  changes  necessary  in  the  face  of  nature 
could  only  produce  a  forced  and  unnatural  effect  at  best.  In  fact  the 
preparation  of  "Capitol  Hill"  for  Ave  large  buildings  would  involve 
the  absolute  waste  of  as  much  money  as  has  been  represented  by 
some  as  necessary  for  the  total  'cost  of  construction  of  the  Capitol 
building. 

Second.  The  original  cost  of  the  structures.  Whatever  theories 
may  be  advanced  whether  they  be  economical,  political  or  architec- 
tural, the  real  object  to  be  obtained  is  to  provide  proper  and  suitable 
quarters  for  the  State  government,  with  no  unnecessary  expense. 
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Many  institutions  are  governed  in  the  construction  of  their  buildings 
by  conditions  that  in  no  way  apply  to  this  case.  For  instance  it  has 
been  found  that  patients  in  an  insane  asylum  are  better  sub-divided 
into  comparatively  small  groups,  hence  such  institutions  are  now 
often  constructed  as  a  series  of  comparatively  small  buildings,  even 
though  the  required  accommodation  is  only  secured  by  much  greater 
expense  than  if  concentrated  under  one  roof.  Then  again  in  many  in- 
stitutions of  learning,  it  has  been  found  that  some  benefactors  prefer 
that  their  gifts  should  stand  alone  as  a  complete  and  individual  build- 
ing and  are  unwilling  to  pool  their  gift  with  others  and  construct  one 
large  edifice  in  which  their  individuality  would  be  less  pronounced. 
But  the  problem  in  your  hands  is  entirely  different.  The  many  de- 
partments can  be  better  and  more  economically  conducted  if  easily 
accessible  one  to  the  other  and  the  close  proximity  of  the  different 
officials  is  a  great  advantage.  All  funds  are  to  come  from  one 
source — the  people  of  the  State — and  the  best  interests  of  that  one 
source  is  all  that  has  to  be  considered.  There  can  be  no  possible 
sinking  of  individuality  as  in  the  construction  of  memorial  buildings, 
as  whatever  is  done  will  be  for  the  honor  and  glory  of  the  State  as 
a  whole.  In  the  construction  of  a  number  of  independent  buildings 
forming  one  grand  architectural  mass,  each  must  have  its  own  indi- 
viduality and  interest  and  each  requires  sufficient  architectural  orna- 
mentation to  make  it  an  attractive  unit,  even  though  it  is  one  of  a 
group.  Each  individual  building  must  be  complete  in  itself  and  since 
all  sides  are  about  equally  conspicuous,  they  must  all  be  well  finished. 
A  group  of  buildings  must  be  properly  connected  by  suitable  tunnels 
for  heating,  lighting,  etc.,  and  when  the  different  buildings  are  a 
hundred  or  more  feet  apart  as  they  would  be,  this  item  becomes  no 
small  factor  in  the  expense  of  construction.  By  placing  the  five 
buildings  contemplated  in  the  act  above  referred  to  in  immediate 
contact — only  separated  by  partition  walls — the  three  central  build- 
ings have  only  two  external  walls  to  be  finished  and  the  two  end 
buildings  three  such  walls. 

By  placing  the  five  in  immediate  contact  and  treating  the  group 
or  mass  as  one  building,  the  necessary  ornamentation  is  best  con- 
centrated, and  a  large  proportion  of  the  exterior  wall  surface  kept 
comparatively  plain,  thus  producing  a  far  richer  and  more  beautiful 
effect  than  a  much  greater  expanse  spread  over  five  independent 
buildings.  By  concentrating  all  the  buildings  as  one  a  grandeur  can 
be  obtained  that  is  impossible  in  any  other  way. 

Finally  what  is  perhaps  the  most  important  point  in  this  connec- 
tion is  that  the  people  of  any  State  want  a  State  Capitol  that  all  who 
see  it  must  realize  at  once  that  it  is  a  Capitol  building,  and  no  one 
is  kept  guessing  whether  it  is  a  college,  a  hospital  or  an  institution 
of  some  kind.  The  offices  of  a  great  Commonwealth  should  be  sit- 
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tiated  in  a  building  that  is  imposing  and  in  every  way  befitting  the 
greatness  of  the  State,  and  its  external  and  internal  appearance 
should  be  handsome  and  appropriate,  and  its  construction  should  be 
most  durable  and  permanent.  There  should  be  no  waste  of  money, 
but  there  should  be  no  petty  parsimony. 

Third.  Cost  of  Maintenance. — I  stated  to  you  that  by  putting  all 
the  oftices  into  one  structure  that  not  only  a  saving  would  be  made 
of  not  less  than  twenty-five  per  cent,  of  the  original  cost  of  the 
necessary  accommodations,  but  an  equal  proportionate  saving  would 
be  made  in  the  annual  cost  of  maintaining  the  same  offices  if  placed 
in  live  independent  buildings  scattered  over  sixteen  acres  of  ground. 
That  estimate  of  annual  saving  would  be  far  too  conservative.  A 
single  organization  of  watchmen,  doorkeepers,  etc.,  for  the  single 
structure,  instead  of  five  separate  organizations  will  save  the  State 
many  thousands  of  dollars  each  year.  Anyone  with  the  most  meagre 
knowledge  of  such  matters  can  realize  without  argument  the  great 
saving  of  light,  power,  fuel,  etc. 

The  building,  as  now  constructed,  furnishes  practical  and  fairly 
comfortable  quarters  for  the  General  Assembly,  its  officers  and  em- 
ployes. It  can  stand  as  it  is  for  years  or  it  can  be  made  as  beautiful 
inside  and  out  as  the  people  desire.  Nothing  has  been  done  that  has 
to  be  undone  and  everything  has  been  done  with  the  one  idea  in  view 
that  ultimately  the  Capitol  building  of  the  great  Commonwealth  of 
Pennsylvania  must  be  suitable  for  its  needs  and  the  honor  of  the  State. 
A  big,  rough,  ugly  building  like  the  present  one  can  be  made  grand 
and  beautiful,  but  a  little,  petty  building,  however  well  it  may  be  fur- 
nished can  never  be  anything  but  mean  and  insignificant. 

The  limitations  of  cost  and  time  imposed  were  most  severe  at  best, 
but  much  money  and  most  valuable  time  was  consumed  in  litigation 
beyond  your  control,  which  prevented  your  authorizing  me  to  proceed 
with  the  work.  The  first  time  proposals  were  received  they  showed 
conclusively  that  in  order  to  get  serviceable  quarters  ready  for  the 
General  Assembly  when  they  met  in  January,  1899,  within  the  limits 
of  cost,  only  common  bricks  could  be  used  for  the  exterior  and  the 
most  inexpensive  finish  for  the  interior.  Even  had  there  been  un- 
limited money,  no  marble  or  granite  quarry  in  the  country  could  pro- 
duce a  suitable  exterior  facing  for  such  a  building  within  the  short 
time  still  left.  The  plans  and  specifications  were  modified  in  a 
manner  to  make  it  possible  to  accomplish  the  required  results  and 
proposals  were  advertised  for  a  second  time  on  April  18,  1898,  a  con- 
tract was  let  to  the  lowest  bidder,  Allen  B.  Rorke,  of  Philadelphia,  for 
|325,000,  for  the  general  construction. 

Thus,  the  work  had  to  be  done  in  a  little  over  eight  months.  Mr. 
Rorke  took  hold  at  once  and  responded  to  the  emergency,  accomplish- 
ing one  of  the  greatest  building  feats  on  record.    It  would  have  been 
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impossible  to  get  the  building  ready  bad  the  contract  happened  to 
fall  to  any  ordinary  builder.  Results  have  proved  the  advisability  of 
allowing  the  general  contractor  to  do  all  the  additional  work  neces- 
sary to  get  the  building  ready  for  occupation  and  not  included  in  the 
general  contract.  Had  other  contractors  been  introduced  upon  the 
building,  they  wild  probably  still  be  haggling  among  themselves 
and  the  General  Assembly  meeting  ia  rented  quarters.  As  the  build- 
ing now  stands  it  is  a  good,  substantial  structure,  t-he -materials  and 
workmanship  are  the  best,  and  in  spite  of  the  extremely  short  time 
in  which  the  work  had  to  be  accomplished,  it  has  been  done  at  a  very 
low  cost. 

Although  it  was  universally  claimed  that  there  was  neither  time 
nor  money  sufficient  to  get  quarters  for  the  General  Assembly  when 
they  met,  the  General  Assembly  did  meet  in  the  new  building,  and 
the  -1550,000  appropriated  has  not  been  entirely  expended. 

Were  I  to  advise  you  again  as  to  the  best  utilization  of  the  funds  at 
your  disposal  I  should  in  no  way  alter  what  has  been  done.  In  spite 
of  the  most  trying  and  adverse  circumstances  the  money  has  been 
expended  in  such  a  manner  that  the  State  is  saved  the  annual  expense 
of  rented  quarters  and  there  is  no  work  that  has  to  be  undone  in  order 
to  produce  a  suitable  and  appropriate  Capitol  building,  that  will 
accommodate  all  the  different  departments  contemplated  in  the  five 
buildings  at  the  least'  possible  expense. 

Fully  appreciating  the  confidence  you  have  shown  in  following  my 
professional  advice  in  spite  of  the  most  energetic,  if  misguided,  criti- 
cism, I  remain,  with  sincere  respect, 

Yours  very  truly, 

HENRY  IVES  COBB, 

Architect. 


Office  of  Henry  Ives  Cobb,  Architect, 
Washington,  D.  C,  March  15, 1899. 

Statement. 

Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania,  in  account  with  Allen  B.  Rorke,  for 
general  construction  of  Capitol  building: 

General  contract,   $325,000  00 

Corridor  ceilings,  as  per  contract   4,450  00 

Decoration  of  chambers,  as  per  contract,  5,000  00 
Plumbing,  heating,  ventilating,  electric 

work,  elevators,  etc.,  as  per  contract,  .  .  125,000  00 
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Sewer  to  Cowden  street,  as  authorized,  .        4,200  00 

Sundry  items,  including  library  and  cloak 
room  fittings,  fixtures  in  chambers, 

etc.,  etc.,  as  authorized,   28,662  93 

 ■   |492,312  93 

Credit  by  certificates  to  date,   447,000  00 


Balance  due,   $45,312  93 


Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania,  in  account  with  Henry  Ives  Cobb, 

Architect. 

Five  per  cent,  on  cost  of  building  to  date, 

$492,312.93,   $24,615  64 

Five  per  cent,  on  estimated  value  of  old 

material  used,    500  00 

.   $25,115  64 

Credit  by  checks  to  date,    24,323  50 

Balance,   $792  14 


HENRY  IVES  COBB, 

Architect. 


ESTIMATE  OF  HENRY  IVES  COBB,  ARCHITECT. 

Harrisburg,  Pa.,  March  15,  1899. 
To  the  Honorable  Capitol  Building  Commission,  Harrisburg,  Pa.: 

Gentlemen:  I  estimate  the  cost  of  constructing  the  necessary  ac- 
commodations required  under  act  of  General  Assembly  of  April  14, 
1897,  in  addition  to  the  structure  already  built  according  to  my  plans 
at  four  million  dollars  ($4,000,000.00),  in  addition  to  the  money  already 
expended.  This  estimate  contemplates  completing  all  parts  in  a  first- 
class  manner,  thoroughly  in  keeping  with  the  requirements  and  con- 
ditions. It  includes  the  dome  on  the  present  structure  and  a  hand- 
some and  durable  interior  finish  throughout,  and  an  exterior  of  marble 
or  granite  throughout  the  exterior. 

All  construction  to  be  most  substantial  and  fireproof.  The  finish 
and  fixtures  to  be  as  good  in  all  respects  as  is  customarily  used  in 
buildings  of  this  class.    For  this  amount  the  Commonwealth,  by 
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careful  expenditure,  can  secure  a  Capitol  building  that  will  answer 
all  purposes  and  be  an  honor  to  the  State. 

Should  you  desire  specifications  setting  forth  the  different  materials 
and  construction  in  detail,  I  will  take  pleasure  in  furnishing  you  them 
at  any  time. 

Respectfully, 

(Signed.)  HENRY  IVES  COBB. 

Architect. 


EXHIBIT  "K." 


REPORT  OF  PHILIP  H.  JOHNSON. 


Office  of  the  Supervising  Engineer, 
Harrisburg,  Pa..  March  15,  1899. 
To  the  Honorable  Capitol  Building  Commission  of  Pennsylvania,  Har- 
risburg, Pa.: 

Gentlemen:  The  following  report  will  be  a  short  history  of  the 
construction  of  the  present  Capitol  building  from  the  time  it  was 
commenced  until  now. 

After  going  under  contract  on  April  18,  1898,  your  general  con- 
tractor, Allen  B.  Rorke.  immediately  began  preparations  for  the  ex- 
cavation of  the  cellar  and  the  building  of  the  foundation  walls,  which 
are  constructed  of  concrete  and  rubble  masonry,  resting  upon  a  natural 
foundation  of  rock,  which  extends  over  the  entire  area  of  the  cellnr  or 
sub-basement,  the  bottom  of  these  walls  being  19  feet  3  inches  below 
the  general  surface  of  the  ground.  In  a  very  short  time  these  walls 
were  ready  to  receive  the  structural  steel  and  brickwork;  then  came  a 
delay  in  the  delivery  of  steel,  which  covered  nearly  two  months, 
making  it  seem  almost  impossible  for  the  building  to  be  finished  in 
time  for  the  meeting  of  the  Legislature  in  January,  1899.  However, 
by  the  most  strenuous  efforts  on  the  part  of  the  contractor,  Mr.  Rorke. 
the  building  was  brought  to  its  present  state  of  comfort  and  conveni- 
ence in  time  to  receive  the  Legislature. 

The  following  branches  or  items  of  the  work  I  mention  especially, 
as  they  are  of  importance  in  showing  the  magnitude  and  character 
of  the  work  done: 

Concrete,  stone  foundation;  brickwork  and  structural  steel.  The 
material  used  under  these  headings  is  the  best  obtainable;  the 
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cement  (Giant  Portland)  is  of  a  high  standard  and  overreaches  speci- 
fication tests,  although  owing  to  the  specification  of  Susquehanna 
river  sand,  the  proportion  of  cement  had  to  be  increased  one-third, 
in  order  to  evolve  a  cement  mortar  testing  up  to  250  lbs.  to  the  square 
inch.  This  sand  contains  a  small  proportion  of  loam  and  coal  dirt, 
which  requires  an  increase  in  cement  in  order  to  overcome  their  evil 
effects.  This  increase,  in  proportion,  was  carried  throughout  the 
'work,  making  an  exceedingly  strong  and  durable  building.  Concrete 
footings  3  ft.  0  in.  thick  composed  of  one  part  cement,  three  parts 
sand  and  four  parts  stone  were  formed,  and  on  these  the  masonry 
walls  were  laid  to  proper  height  and  brick  walls  carried  on  up  in  con- 
nection with  the  structural  steel  work;  said  brick  walls  starting  at 
a  thickness  of  6  ft.  2  in.  and  running  at  that  thickness  to  the  second 
floor  level  where  they  recede  to  a  thickness  of  2  ft.  2  in.  The  struc- 
tural steel  is  of  the  well-known  Carnegie  shapes  and  quality  and  was 
furnished  and  erected  under  their  direction,  and  is  therefore  first  class 
in  every  particular. 

As  it  is  a  subject  over  which  there  has  been  a  great  deal  of  con- 
troversy, I  will  not  attempt  to  describe  the  different  styles  of  fireproof 
buildings,  but  the  new  Capitol  building  is  constructed  as  nearly  fire- 
proof as  possible,  and  I  have  no  hesitancy  in  saying  there  is  no 
danger  of  its  meeting  with  the  fate  of  its  predecessor.  The  fire- 
proofing  material  is  a  porous  tile,  laid  between  the  floor  beams  in  the 
shape  of  15  in.  arches  with  a  4  in.  hollow  filler  tile  thus  making,  with 
the  mortar  joints  fully  20  in.  of  material  through  which  it  is  almost 
impossible  for  fire  to  find  its  way.  The  partition  walls  are  con- 
structed of  the  same  fireproof  material,  and  flames  would  therefore 
be  confined  to  the  particular  spot  in  which  they  originated. 

By  resolution  of  the  Commission,  passed  on  November  1 1th,  1S!)S,  it 
was  resolved  that  such  work  as  was  necessary  for  the  use,  comfort  and 
convenience  of  the  Legislature  and  its  officers,  should  be  taken  up  and 
done  by  the  general  contractor,  under  the  direction  of  the  architect 
and  myself.  This  was  done,  and  such  work  as  additional  tile  par- 
titions, lockers,  shelving,  plastering,  partitions  in  toilet  rooms, 
with  the  necessary  varnishing,  painting,  glazing,  carpenter  work, 
hardware,  doors,  gallery  stairways,  balustrades,  flooring,  decorating 
House  and  Senate  Chambers,  has  been  furnished  as  needed  by  the 
officers  of  both  Legislative  bodies  for  their  different  departments. 

Under  the  special  direction  of  Mr.  Robert  C.  Clarkson,  heating  and 
lighting  engineer,  the  apparatus  for  heating  and  ventilating,  the 
wiring  and  switch  boards  for  electrir  lighting,  and  the  two  electric 
elevators  have  been  installed  and  are  working  satisfactorily;  and 
in  this  connection,  let  me  recommend  that  a  competent  engineer,  with 
the  necessary  assistants  (two  in  number)  should  be  put  in  charge  of 
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this  apparatus,  which  includes  delicate  motors  and  pumps,  which, 
without  proper  care,  may  soon  become  useless. 

As  a  sewer  was  necessary  for  the  proper  drainage  of  the  building 
and  grounds,  specifications  for  a  15  in.  pipe  sewer  were  prepared  and 
approved,  and  the  general  contractor  was  directed  to  put  the  same 
in  place  as  soon  as  possible,  which  was  done  under  my  supervision; 
one-half  of  it  through  solid  rock,  which  retarded  progress  and  was 
much  more  costly  than  would  have  been  otherwise.  It  is,  in  length, 
about  800  feet,  running  east  on  State  street  and  connected  with  the 
Cowden  street  sewer. 

The  plumbing  system  installed  is  according  to  approved  specifica- 
tions, and  has  proven  itself  a  first-class  piece  of  work;  nothing  elabor- 
ate has  been  attempted,  but  everything  done  is  capable  of  elaboration 
without  waste. 

The  entire  building  has  been  completed  within  the  appropriation; 
it  is  substantial  and  constructed  according  to  the  specifications  in 
every  particular. 

Yours  respectfully, 

PHILIP  H.  JOHNSON, 
Supervising  Engineer. 


EXHIBIT  "F." 


REPOKT  OF  ROBERT  C.  CLARKSON. 


Office  of  the  Consulting  Engineer, 
Harrisburg,  Pa.,  March  1,  1899. 
To  the  Capitol  Building  Commission,  State  of  Pennsylvania: 

Gentlemen:  On  June  14,  1898,  I  was  chosen  by  your  honorable 
body  to  the  position  of  consulting  engineer  to  take  charge  of  the 
installation  of  the  mechanical  plant  in  the  new  State  Capitol  build- 
ing, then  in  course  of  construction,  at  Harrisburg,  Pa.  Immediately 
upon  notification  of  my  appointment  the  preparation  of  plans  and 
specifications  was  commenced,  the  same  being  prepared  in  consulta- 
tion with  your  architect. 

When  the  building  was  sufficiently  constimcted  to  receive  them, 
the  ground  work  of  the  various  portions  of  the  apparatus  was  pro- 
vided for  and  the  work,  as  far  as  possible,  placed  in  position,  con- 
tinuing as  fast  as  the  progress  of  the  building  warranted. 
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The  work  was  prosecuted  with  such  speed  that  steam  was  turned 
into  the  radiators  early  in  December,  1898,  in  order  to  dry  the  build- 
ing, and  enable  the  balance  of  the  work  to  rapidly  proceed. 

By  the  first  day  of  January,  1899,  the  sytem  of  lighting  and  heat- 
ing was  practically  completed;  elevators  running,  electric  bells  and 
other  portions  of  the  apparatus  in  operation,  so  that  the  meeting 
of  the  General  Assembly  on  January  3,  1899,  found  the  building  warm 
and  comfortable  and  the  conveniences  of  the  Members  fully  pro- 
vided for. 

The  system  of  heating  and  ventilation  is  adequate  for  any  calls 
that  may  be  made  upon  it,  which  fact  was  fully  demonstrated  by 
the  extreme  cold  weather  of  February,  1899,  and  ample  provision 
has  been  made  for  future  elaboration  and  extension,  should  the  need 
of  more  space  or  other  causes  render  the  same  necessary.  The  in- 
stallation includes  the  Webster  system  of  exhaust  on  the  return 
pipes,  reducing  the  sizes  to  a  minimum  and  insuring  a  free  and  noise- 
less circulation  of  steam  at  all  times,  with  a  maximum  pressure  of 
a  few  ounces.  Much  of  the  time  the  circulation  being  maintained 
without  pressure  and  at  other  times  below  the  atmosphere. 

The  system  also  includes  the  control  of  steam  supply  to  the  direct 
radiators  and  the  supply  of  fresh  air  for  ventilation  by  the  Johnson 
thermostat  system,  which  automatically  opens  and  shuts  valves 
and  dampers,  keeping  the  temperature  of  the  room  at  70  degrees 
Fahr. 

The  system  of  lighting  has  been  arranged  to  give  the  greatest  il- 
lumination at  the  least  possible  cost  of  installation  and  maintenance, 
and  with  a  view  to  the  convenience  of  the  individual  requirements  of 
each  location. 

The  elevators  (one  for  the  use  of  members  of  the  Senate  and  one 
for  the  use  of  members  of  the  House),  are  of  the  latest  and  most 
approved  design  of  drum  pattern,  with  all  automatic  devices  for 
safety  and  control,  the  speed  being  kept  within  reasonable  limits, 
enabling  the  lifting  of  greater  weight  without  the  possibility  of  over- 
loading and  consequent  annoyance  of  stoppage. 

The  installation  of  the  several  items  of  the  mechanical  plant  is 
first  class  in  every  particular,  and  is  a  substantial  and  permanent 
piece  of  work. 

Permit  me  to  thank  the  members  of  your  honorable  body  for  the 
many  courtesies  extended,  also  to  mention  the  careful  attention  to 
details  (both  as  to  construction  and  progress)  of  Mr.  Philip  H.  John- 
son, your  superintendent  of  construction,  who  has  efficiently  sec- 
onded my  efforts  at  every  point. 

Kespectfully  submitted, 

ROBT.  C.  CLARKSON, 
Consulting  Engineer, 


41 


EXHIBIT  "G." 


FINANCIAL  STATEMENT. 
Amount  of  appropriation,  


From  which  there  lias  been  paid  the  following,  viz: 
To  Prof.  Warren  P.  Laird,  architectural 

adviser,    $1,900  00 

To  the  six  specially  invited  architects,  .  .  6,000  00 

To  Henry  Ives  Cobb,  architect,    24,325  50 

To  attorneys  for  services,   6,000  00 

Music  and  other  expenses  at  the  laying  of 

the  corner  stone   560  16 

Clerk  to  the  Commission,   525  00 

P.  H.  Johnson,  superintendent,   1,857  50 

R.  C.  Clarkson,  consulting  engineer,  ....  3,450  00 
Allen  P>.  Rorke,  contractor,  tearing  down 

old  building   4,750  00 

Allen  B.  Rorke,  contracts,   447,000  00 

Photographs  of  building  at  various  times,  236  00 
D.  R.  Miller,  architect,  examining  plans 

and  specifications,   25  00 

M.  B.  Cowden,  surveying  for  location  of 

building,    65  00 

Win.  Pearson,  certified  copies  of  Su- 
preme Court  opinions,   7  00 

Charles  W.  Miller,  carpenter  work,  ....  45  00 

Alfred  Breach,  making  test  excavation,  .  30  00 

George  W.  Milnor,  picture  frames   10  50 

Hotel  expense  of  Commission  and  clerk,  126  11 

W.  C.  Armor,  notarial  services,   1  00 

J.  M.  Neeley,  drayage,   2  00 

George  R.  Buchan,  work  on  corner  stone,  6  44 
Calder  Transfer,  carriages  for  laying  of 

corner  stone,    27  00 

J.  S.  Sible,  removing  trees,    12  02 

William  Rodearmel,  postmaster,  stamps,  86  00 
S.    E.    Denney,    engineer,  surveying 

grounds   373  33 

Harrisburg     Stencil     Works,  rubber 

stamps,   3  75 
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Stenographer  and  typewriter,  

Advertising  in  sixteen  newspapers  for 
bids  for  removing  old  Capitol  building, 

Advertising  in  twenty-seven  newspapers 
for  construction  of  new  Capitol,  

Advertising  in  nine  newspapers  for  con- 
struction of  Capitol,   

W.  Trumbower,  services  as  draughts- 
man,   

Expenses  of  telegraphing,  

Topographical  map  for  programme,  .... 

Paper  for  the  same,  

Express  charges  ou  plans,  etc.,  

Julian  Williard,  clerk  to  Board  of  Ex- 
perts,   

Warren  P.  Laird,  expenses  of  storage, 
etc.,   

Printing,   


315 

23 

309 

00 

826 

91 

338 

04 

L6 

20 

17 

50 

r,l 

66 

41 

50 

20 

ID 

60 

00 

31 

05 

158 

75 

1499,610  26 


The  following  bills  have  been  approved,  but  have  not  yet  been  paid: 

Due  Philip  H.  Johnson,   |200  00 

Due  Robert  C.  Clarkson,   2,300  00 

Due  Henry  Ives  Cobb   792  14 

Due  Allen  B.  Rorke,   45,312  93 

Due  Cook  and  Carrere,  architects,   550  00 

,155  07 


Recapitulation. 

Amount  of  appropriation,   $550,000  00 

Amount  expended,    548,765  33 

Balance   $1,234  67 


EXHIBIT  "  H.  " 


AGREEMENT  WITH  HENRY  IVES  COBB,  ARCHITECT. 

Articles  of  agreement  made  and  concluded  the  twenty-fourth  day  of 
November,  A.  D.  eighteen  hundred  and  ninety-seven,  by  and  be- 
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tween  the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania,  acting  herein  by  the 
Commissioners  appointed  by  an  act  of  the  General  Assembly  of 
said  Commonwealth,  approved  April  fourteenth,  eighteen  hundred 
and  ninety-seven,  to  erect  a  new  Capitol  building,  for  the  use  of 
the  General  Assembly  and  to  secure  plans  for  said  building  and  such 
other  buildings  to  be  erected  in  the  future,  as  may  be  necessary  for 
Executive  and  Departmental  purposes,  and  making  an  appropriation 
therefor,  party  of  the  first  part,  and  Henry  Ives  Cobb,  an  architect, 
party  of  the  second  part. 

Whereas,  By  the  said  act,  the  Commissioners  aforesaid  were  con- 
stituted and  appointed  to  erect  a  new  Capitol  building  of  such 
general  size  and  form  as  may  in  their  judgment  be  adapted  to  the 
present  and  future  use  of  the  General  Assembly,  its  officers,  com- 
mittees and  employes  and  were  thereby  ordered  and  directed  to  em- 
ploy an  architect  and  adopt  plans  for  the  construction  of  said  build- 
ing, and  such  other  buildings  to  be  erected  in  the  future  as  may  be 
necessary  for  Executive  and  Departmental  purposes. 

]\Tow  this  agreement  witnesseth  that  the  said  party  of  the  first 
part,  by  virtue  of  the  statute  above  referred  to,  does  hereby  agree 
with  the  party  of  the  second  part  to  employ  him  as  architect  of  the 
said  new  Capitol  building  and  such  other  buildings  to  be  erected 
in  the  future  as  may  be  necessary  for  Executive  and  Departmental 
purposes,  and  to  pay  him  the  compensation  therefor  as  hereinafter 
set  forth. 

The  said  party  of  the  second  part  agrees  for  the  consideration  here- 
inafter mentioned  to  perform  all  the  customary  duties  of  an  archi- 
tect required  in  the  construction  of  the  above  mentioned  buildings 
for  the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania,  to  be  built  in  the  city  of 
Harrisburg,  Pennsylvania,  namely:  The  providing  of  all  the  pre- 
liminary sketches,  also  all  necessary  drawings,  specifications  and 
papers  required  for  the  proper  and  satisfactory  work  upon  the  abov«. 
mentioned  buildings.  Also  all  the  necessary  duplicates  and  copies 
of  said  drawings,  specifications  and  papers  required  by  the  contractors 
and  the  employes  upon  said  buildings  in  the  execution  of  their  work; 
also  provide  one  copy  of  all  drawings,  specifications  and  papers  for 
the  said  party  of  the  first  part  to  file  among  the  records  of  the  Com- 
monwealth of  Pennsylvania,  but  all  drawings,  specifications  and 
copies  (except  the  copies  furnished  to  the  said  party  of  the  first  part 
last  above  mentioned),  as  instruments  of  service,  are,  and  shall  re- 
main, the  property  of  the  said  party  of  the  second  part. 

The  said  party  of  the  second  part  furthermore  agrees  to  supervise 
the  construction  of  the  said  buildings  during  their  erection,  i.  e.,  he 
or  his  representative  shall  inspect  the  work  upon  the  said  buildings 
to  ascertain  whether  the  superintendent  or  clerk  of  the  works  herein- 
after mentioned  is  properly  performing  his  duties  and  that  the  work 
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is  being  executed  in  conformity  with  his  drawings  and  specifica- 
tions, and  to  enable  him  to  decide  when  the  successive  instalments 
or  payments  provided  for  in  the  contracts  and  agreements  are  due 
and  payable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the  said  party  of  the  first  part 
agrees  to  pay  the  said  party  of  the  second  part  the  sum  of  five  per 
centum  of  the  total  cost  of  the  said  buildings  when  completed,  includ- 
ing all  the  fixtures  necessary  to  render  them  fit  for  occupation  and  the 
actual  value  of  all  old  materials  now  on  the  ground,  which  value 
shall  be  ascertained  by  mutual  agreement  or  by  arbitration. 

The  amount  to  be  paid  in  instalments  as  follows:  One  per  cent, 
upon  the  estimated  cost  of  the  work  involved  by  preliminary  draw- 
ings, when  such  drawings  have  been  approved  by  the  said  party  of 
the  first  part.  Two  per  cent,  of  the  amount  of  each  contract  or 
agreement  when  consummated.  Two  per  cent,  upon  each  certificate 
or  instalment  of  payment  upon  each  contract  or  agreement  when 
issued.  The  balance,  if  any,  to  be  paid  at  the  time  the  last  of  the 
above  mentioned  certificates  or  instalments  is  issued. 

All  necessary  surveys,  measurements  and  the  necessary  labor  and 
materials  for  inspection  of  all  soil  and  the  inspection  and  testing  of 
materials,  and  such  other  investigations  as  they  may  deem  advisable 
will  be  provided  at  the  expense  of  the  said  party  of  the  first  part. 

The  services  of  superintendent  or  clerk  of  the  works  and  assistants 
necessary  to  properly  superintend  and  inspect  all  work  upon  the 
said  buildings  will  also  be  provided  at  the  expense  of  the  said  party 
of  the  first  part;  such  employes  to  be  subject  to  the  direction  and 
control  of  the  said  party  of  the  second  part. 

In  witness  whereof,  the  parties  hereto  have  hereunto  set  their 
bands  and  seals  this  eighteenth  day  of  January,  1898. 

AMOS  H.  MYLIN  (Seal), 

Vice  President. 
B.  J.  HAYWOOD  (Seal), 

Secretary. 
SAML.  J.  M.  McCARRELL  (Seal), 
HENRY  K.  BOYER  (Seal), 
HENRY  IVES  COBB  (Seal). 
Sealed  and  delivered  in  the  presence  of 
J.  B.  PATRICK. 
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